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Current Topics. 


The Jubilee of the Solicitors’ Benevolent 
Association. 

THE JUBILEE festival of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association, 
held on the 18th inst., was the occasion of a timely appeal by the 
chairman, Sir Jouw Houiwams, for increased support. The 
gate amount which has been distributed in relief of necessitous 
cases is large, but the applications made to the directors represent 
pressing claims in excess of the funds at their disposal, and the 
beneficent work of the association can only be adequately carried 
on if the duty of supporting it is recognized by the great body of 
solicitors. Thechairman himself made a munificent contribution to 
the fund raised at the festival, and his appeal to the profession deserves 
a generous response. In proposing “ The Bench and the Bar,” it 
is possible that he took a somewhat unduly favourable view of the 
continuouseminence of the leaders of the bar. In his view one famous 
leader succeeds another with unvarying regularity. It is not fair 
to judge remarks of this kind by too severe a test, but it can 
hardly be said that the bar now possesses leaders—like Davey and 
Riesy of a few years back—whose services are requisitioned as a 
matter of course when cases involving large pecuniary interests 
and complicated questions of law have to te decided by the 
highest tribunals. 


Sir Gorell Barnes and the Court of Appeal. 


Sie Gorett Barnes has gone back to the Probate Division 
after having presided for about two months over the First Division 
of the Court of Appeal in the absence of Lord Justice Vavenan 
Wititams. We do not know whether the absence of their Presi- 
dent has been the cause of any inconvenience to the practitioners 
in the Probate Division, but the general opinion appears to be 
that Sir Gorg.. Barnes shewed high qualifications for his duties in 
the Court of Appeal. He was courteous, patient and laborious, 
and while fully competent to appreciate a legal argument, was 
eminently business-like in the manner in which he proceeded to 
deal with the facts of the cases which came before him, The 

m according to which the English tribunals from time to 
time exchange their judges is not likely to be imitated by foreign 
states, and may seem to some persons anomalous; but the — 
ence of the last few leads us to think that there is little 
prospect of its being discontinued. 


The Site for the New Law Courts. 


Ir arrears from the answer given in the House of Commons 
last Monday by the First Commissioner of Works to Mr. ALpgn, | 
that the open space to the west of the Law Courts is, as matters 
now stand, doomed to destruction. The First Commissioner 
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declines to adopt the suggestion that another site for the erection 
of additional courts should be found in the immediate neighbour- 
hood. He states that when the Law Courts were originally 
designed it was always contemplated that any extension of them 
should be erected on this ground, and he sees no reason to depart 
from this decision. We imagine there will be few people to 
agree with him. It is sufficient reason that when the Law 
Courts were built no one had appreciated the great improvement 
that would be made by keeping this ground as an open space, and 
now that the space exists it is very short-sighted policy to give it 
up for buildings. We trust that the First Commissioner will 
reconsider his decision before it is too late. 


The Judicial Committee. 


Tue Lord Chancellor has introduced a Bill for the purpose of 
amending the law with respect to the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council and the Court of Appeal. It will be remembered 
that the Judicial Committee Amendment Act, 1895, adopted the 
policy of introducing Colonial judges as members of that tribunal. 
It provided that any person who was or had been a chief justice 
or judge of the Supreme Court of Canada, or of a superior court 
in any province of Canada, or of any of the scheduled Australasian 
or South African Colonies, or of any other colonial superior court 
to be specified by Order in Council, if he was a member 
of the Privy Council, should also be a member of the 
Judicial Committee. But the number of persons so added 
to the committee was not to exceed five at any one 
time. The scheduled Australasian colonies were the five 
Australasian colonies with New Zealand and Tasmania, and the 
South African colonies were the Cape and Natal. The present 
Bill proposes to supplement this by authorizing the summoning of 
colonial assessors for the purpose of the hearing of particular 
appeals. A person so summoned must be a judge or ex-judge of 
the court from which the appeal comes, or of a court to which 
an appeal lies from that court, and the clause is only to apply to 
the scheduled colonies and other colonies added to the schedule by 
Order in Council. The schedule is substantially the same as in 
the Act of 1895, save that it includes British India and the new 
South African colonies. The Bill also proposes to make judges 
and ex-judges of any High Court in British India, who are 
members of the Privy Council, members also of the Judicial 
Committee ; that is, it extends to India the provisions of the Act 
of 1895; and the limit to the number of additional members of the 
Privy Council is extended to seven. 


High Court Judges in the Court of Appeal. 

Tue Lord Chancellor’s Bill also proposes to alter the system of 
summoning judges of the High Court to sit as additional judges 
of the Court of Appeal. Under section 4 of the Judicature Act, 
1875, the Lord Chancellor is empowered to request the attendance 
in the Court of Appeal of an additional judge from either the 
King’s Bench Division or the Probate, &c., Division. The request 
is addressed to the President of the division, and the judge to 
attend is selected by the division, This is provided by paragraph 3 
of section 4. The Bill proposes by clause 4 to repeal this para- 

ph, and to empower the Lord Chancellor to select the additional 
judge. Moreover, he may select any judge of the High Court, 
and thus the additional judge may be a judge of the Chancery 
Division. Perhaps the Chancery Division was originally excluded 
because its members were always fully occupied. We fear this 
reason no longer holds, and in any case the Lord Chancellor’s 
choice should not be restricted by cutting out this division. The 
existing provision for additional judges of the Court of Appeal 
has been practically inoperative. Possibly the Lord Chancellor’s 
direct right of selection will be more efficacious. 


Legislation by Reference. 


AN INTERESTING discussion on the subject of legislation by 
reference took place in the House of Lords on the 18th inst., 
upon a motion by the Earl of Camperpowwn for a committee to 
inquire “whether means cannot be devised, either in the way of 
a detailed memorandum or otherwise, for conveying to the House 
in plain language the effect of the proposed legislation.” It is 


obviously desirable that the Legislature should have Bills, 
presented to it in intelligible form, but the mischief of the mode | 


of drafting now too frequently adopted is not confined to the 
passage of the Bill through the two Houses of Parliament. The 
Lords and Commons may be content to pass the Bills in 
reliance upon the draftsmen whq have prepared them, and 
in the hope that they carry out the intentions of the pro- 
moters; but after this comes the task of those who have to 
interpret and apply the Act, whether judicially, or as legal 
advisers, or otherwise. An explanatory memorandum, the Lord 
Chancellor pointed out, is of no use at this stage, and as long as 
legislation is carried on in such a way that, in the language of 
the same authority, it is sometimes impossible for anyone except 
an expert to make out what a statute means, the evil will 
continue. A recent example of a specially flagrant kind is the 
Small Holdings and Allotments Act of last year. In the result it 
was arranged that a communication should be addressed to the 
House of Commons with a view to the appointment of a Joint 
Committee of both Houses. 

French Magistrates and the Discharge of 

Prisoners on Bail. 

Tue Fiicut of M. Lemoine, who is charged in the French 
criminal courts with fraudulent practices in relation to an alleged 
recipe for the manufacture of diamonds, has been followed by an 
order of the Minister of Justice suspending M. Le Porrrevin, 
“‘juge d’instruction,” from his office, on the ground that he failed 
to take the proper steps to ensure the safe custody of the 
defendant. The action of English justices in admitting suspected 
persons to bail, and in fixing the amount of bail, has occasionally 
been the subject of criticism; but it would cause the greatest 
surprise in this country if a magistrate were suddenly called upon 
to resign his duties on the ground that he had improperly exer- 
cised his discretion in allowing an accused person to go at large. 
A ‘‘juge d’instruction ’”’ like M. Le Porrrevrn is authorized, under 
articles 113 and 126 of the Code d’Instruction Criminelle to allow 
the person accused to remain at large, subject to bail to an amount 
and of a nature which shall be satisfactory to the judge; and 
although a circular has been issued by the Minister of Justice 
stating that a discharge on bail ought only to be granted where 
it is consistent with the public safety and the investigation of the 
offence, there appears to be no precise limitation of the. judicial 
discretion. M. Le Porrrevin is stated to be the senior judge of 
his district and to be well known as the author of several legal 
works. His dismissal will probably be the subject of discussion 
in the Chamber of Deputies. 


Betting Transactions. 

WE REFERRED last week with satisfaction to the recent decision 
of Jer, J.,in Green v. Tombleson, with regard to the recovery of 
moneys claimed in respect of betting transactions. Unfortunately, 
however, the matter does not now depend on this decision. TheCourt 
of Appeal (Barnes, P., and Farwe tt, L.J., Fuetcuer Movutron, 
L.J., diss.) in Hyams y. Stuart-King (ante, p. 551), on 
the 28th ult., applied the doctrine that such moneys can be 
recovered if there has been a new consideration in the shape of a 
forbearance to sue, and their decision has been followed by 
CHannNELt, J.,in Goodson y. Grierson (reported elsewhere). The 
matter is of importance, and we propose to examine these decisions 
on a future occasion. But the effect goes far to nullify the Gaming 
Acts and they depend upon a somewhat refined subtlety. 
Under the statute the betting transaction is void, and though it is 
not unlawful to pay the debt, yet it constitutes no debt which the 
court can recognize. ‘This being so, the threat to sue for it is 
brutum fulmen, which the court can just as little recognize. In 
(Foodson v. Grierson there was a promise to pay interest if time 
was allowed. But interest cannot run on money which is not 
due, and this promise also was in law meaningless. Withdeference 
to the majority of the Court of Appeal there seems to be no sufficient 
ground for recognizing a new consideration in these cases. 


The Companies Act, 1907. 

Tue Companies Act, 1907, comes into operation on the Ist of 
July. Its provisions are now familiar to our readers, but its chief 
features may shortly be mentioned. The provisions of the Act of 
1900 as to prospectuses and the registration of debentures and 
charges are re-enacted with modifications, and where no prospectus 





is issued, a statement in lieu of a prospectus must be filed, except 


in the case of private companies. Private companies are also — 
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exempted from the new obligation to file an annual balance sheet. 
Numerous companies have already altered their articles so as to 
constitute themselves as private companies within the meaning of 
section 37. The chief point is that the articles must “ restrict ’’ 
the right to transfer shares. A correspondent, whose letter we print 
elsewhere, raises a question as to the nature of the restriction which 
will satisfy this requirement. It has been assumed that it is 
sufficient to give the directors power to refuse transfers. Our 
correspondent accepts the efficacy of such a provision—though 
perhaps this is not free from doubt—but considers it too drastic. 
He treats it as amounting toa prohibition on transfer. Where 
the articles follow the frequent practice of giving members a first 
option to purchase shares, there is, of course, a sufficient restric- 
tion, and this seems preferable to vesting absolute power in the 
directors. The Act also re-enacts, with modifications, the 
provisions of the Act of 1900 as to audit, and empowers the court 
to grant relief to directors who have been guilty of negligence 
or breach of trust, but who have acted honestly and reasonably. 
And there are important amendments of the law as to payment 
of commission, issue of certificates, and winding up. 

Insurable Interest of Husband in Life of His 

Wife. 

Tue casE of Griffiths v. Fleming (Times, 3rd inst), in which a 
considered judgment was recently delivered by Pickrorp, J., on 
further consideration, will not pass unnoticed by those who are 
interested in the law of life insurance. The action was ona policy 
of insurance on the joint lives of the plaintiff and his wife. The 
wife having died, the defendants, the insurance company, 
amongst other points, contended that the plaintiff had no 
insurable interest in the life of his wife. The learned judge, in 
dealing with this point, observed that it is stated in Porter on 
Insurance (4th ed., at p. 42) that a husband is not presumed to 
have an insurable interest in the life of his wife. That, said the 
learned judge, was correct; but, of course, if a husband had an 
actual interest, such as the benefit of an income enjoyed by the 
wife for life, he had such an interest. ‘ Here,” according to 
the report of the judgment in the Jimes, “it appeared in fact 
that the wife had been performing household duties, looking after 
the children and so forth, and that on the cessation of her life 
the plaintiff had had to incur extra expense and engage a servant. 
That was sufficient to create an insurable interest. The defend- 
ants argued that it should not do so, for this consideration would 
apply in practically every case where a husband who was in 
humble circumstances insured his wife—for all working-class 
wives do housework—and this fact must have been fully appre- 
ciated when the rule of law that a husband had no insurable 
interest in his wife’s life was laid down.”” The learned judge did 
not think this point a good one, for, even where the wife 
had done housework, her death would not by any means 
necessarily put the husbend to expense; the work might be 
done by some other member of the family. But where there 
was clear proof of uctual loss he could see no reason for holding 
that there was no insurable interest. Judgment was accordingly 
given for the plaintiff. This decision, which, if upheld 
by the Court of Appeal, is likely to have a wide effect on 
the practice of life insurance, is a step in the direction of the 
American law, which holds that wherever there is any well- 
founded expectation of, or claim to, any advantage to be derived 
from the continuance of a life, there is an insurable interest in 
in that life, though there may be no claim that can be recognized 
in law or in equity. 

Rules as to Mail Ships. 


By tnx Mail Ships Act, 1891, certain privileges are conferred 
upon ships engaged in postal service in cases where a postal 
convention has been made between this country and a foreign 
State, and where the Act is applied by Order in Council. A 
shipowner who is subsidized for such service can apply to the 
High Court to fix the security which he must give to the court as 


respects his ships, and to fix the maximum number and tonnage | 
of the ships to which the security is to apply. The nature of the | 


security is further defined by the Mail Ships Act, 1902. When 
the security has been duly given the shi 
exempted mail ships, and are entitl 


privileges given by the Act of 1891. These relate to arrest and 


execution of process on board the ships, and they include exemp- 






tion of the ship from seizure. Section 4 (8) of the Act provided 
that rules of court should be made for regulating the nature, 
amount, and value of the security to be given, and otherwise 
relating to the purposes of the Act. The rules which have now 
been issued assign the jurisdiction under the Acts to the Admiralty 
Division, and provide that it may be exercised by a judgé at 
chambers ; and they regulate the mode of fixing the security, and 
the procedure for giving effect to the exemption. Notice of applica- 
tion to fix the security must be served on the Board of Trade, and 
on the completion of the security the Admiralty Registrar must 
give notice to the same authority. Thereupon the board will issue 
a notice requiring all arresting authorities to take notice that all 
the ships of the owner actually engaged in the postal service are 
to be deemed exempted mail ships. A list of the ships so 
exempted will be published. Provision is also made for the vary- 
ing or withdrawing of the security, and for publication of notice 
of cesser of the exemption. Actions against the owners of 
exempted mail ships may be commenced in the High Court in the 
same manner as an action in rem. The security under the Act 
thus takes the place of the bail usually given for the release of a 
ship after arrest. The whole object of the procedure, indeed, is 
to save postal ships from arrest on condition of giving perpetual 
security. The procedure might, with equal reason, be applied to 
passenger ships, the punctual carrying of a passenger being of at 
least as much importance as the ing of aletter. In practice, 
this is, perhaps, met by the fact that the chief passenger ships are 
also mail ships. 

Inquests on Patients who Die Under Surgical 

Operations. 

SeveRat LETTERS have been published in the Zimes on the 
subject of an inquest on a patient who died after a surgical 
operation, and it would appear that one of our most eminent 
surgeons is of opinion that it is a vexatious and improper pro- 
ceeding to hold an inquest in the few cases where an operation 
may be presumed to have heen the immediate cause of the death 
of the patient. The question is one of much interest, for surgical 
science has made great progress in the last few years, and 
operations are readily undertaken which our ancestors would have 
condemned as involving an inexcusable danger to life. The 
coroner, before directing an inquest to be held, has, in the words 
of the Coroners Act, 1887, to be informed that there is reasonable 
cause to suspect that some person has died “either a violent or 
an unnatural death, or a sudden death of which the cause is 
unknown.” In a case where a patient from age or weak- 
ness fails to rally after a surgical operation, and dies 
suddenly in the presence of his surgeon or nurses, it may 
be said that there is nothing unnatural in his death, and that 
the cause of it is well known. The same observation may 
be made in the case of a patient who dies during an operation 
while under the influence of an anesthetic. But while an inquest 
is almost invariably held in the latter case, it is only occasionally 
resorted to in the previous one. The question whether the death 
is so “ unnatural” as primd@ facie to call for an inquest must 
largely depend upon the medical evidence which is before the 
coroner at the time when he is called upon to decide whether an 
inquiry, painful to the relations of the deceased person and highly 
inconvenient to his medical advisers, should take place. It seems 
to us that no fixed rule can be laid down. In the words of the 
late Lord Bracksurn: “It is a question of more or less, more or 
less.’ When it is clear that the patient has voluntarily submitted 
to the operation, and it has been perfurmed by a practitioner of 
good repute, an inquest will generally be regarded as unnecessary. 
Reconstruction of Companies. 


A CORRESPONDENT whose letter we print elsewhere calls 
attention to a difficult passage in the judgment of Bucxtery, L.J., 





which it covers rank as ! 
to the exemption and | 


in Bisgood y. Henderson's Transvaal Estates (Limited) (1908, 1 Ch. 
743), a judgment which was adopted by the rest of the Court of 
Appeal. The effect of the judgment is to secure to members who 
dissent from a scheme of reconstruction, involving a sale to a new 
company, the rights given them by section 161 of the Companies 
Act, 1862, whether the sale is professedly under that section or 
whether it is made under a power in the memorandum of associa- 
tion in anticipation of the winding up. The section empowers 
the liquidator to sell the assets of the old company for shares in the 
new company, and to distribute these shares among the members 





596 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 





June 27. 1908. 








of the old company, but dissentient members, in lieu of accepting 
these shares, may require that their interest in the company 
shall be purchased at a price to be fixed by agreement or 
arbitration. In his judgment Bocxtey, L.J., refers to 


this right of dissentient shareholders, and then (p. 760) poiuts | 


out the various terms which, consistently with such right, can be 
introduced into a scheme of reconstruction. He says that the 
following arrangements may be made: (1) That the shares for 
distribution shall be partly paid shares; (2) that they must be 
applied for within a limited time; (3) that shares unapplied for 
are to be at the disposal of the new company ; (4) “ that shares 
unapplied for may be sold, and the member who does not assent 
shall take the proceeds (for this is giving him more than that to 
which he would otherwise be entitled)”; or (5) that the shares 
shall go direct to the members ; and the Lord Justice observes that 
it has been held that all these terms are legitimate in sales under the 
section. It is not at first easy to understand what is meant by the 
fourth case, and our correspondent suggests, though with hesitation, 
that the word “ assent ”’ is a mistake for “ dissent.” But a little cou- 
sideration will probably shew that no such emendatin is required. 
The case of dissentient members is not now in question. Their 
rights override all these terms, and if they take the proper steps 
they remain outside the scheme entirely, and take the proceeds 
of their interest in the old company realized as provided by the 
statute. The fourth case contemplates members who do not 
formally dissent, but who simply do not assent ; that is, they do 
not come into the scheme and apply for the new shares. In such 
cases they are not, apart from some special provision of the scheme, 
entitled to receive anything, and hence Bucktey, L.J., refers to a 
provision for giving them the proceeds of shares unapplied for as 
being in their favour. They take under it something which they 
would otherwise not be entitled to. The judgment would have 
been clearer if the Lord Justice had mentioned the authorities 
which he had in his mind in enumerating these various cases, but 
the case in question—case 4—appears to be covered by Postle- 
thwaite vy. Port Philip, &c., Mining Co. (43 Ch. D. 452). 


Proceedings under the Employers’ Liability and 
Workmen’s Compensation Acts. 

THE REcCzNT decision of the Court of Appeal in Cribd vy. 
Kynochs (Limited) (ante, p. 581) has decided a point under the 
Workmen’sCompensation Act, 1897, 0f considerable importance,and 
the decision appears to be equally applicable to the new Act of 1906. 
On the 10th of February, 1905, a girl was injured in the course 
of her employment, ard notice of the accident was given to her 
employers, but no further step was taken until the 13th of March, 
1906, when a writ was issued claiming damages at common law. 
This action failed, as the Divisional Court set aside the judgment, 
and the plaintiff then applied under section 1, sub-section 4, of 
the Act to have compensation assessed, and the county court 
judge made an award. ‘The Court of Appeal have set aside this 
award on the ground that in taking the proceedings at common 
law the plaintiff bad exercised the option given by section 1, 
sub-section 2 (4), although the proceedings proved abortive, 
and that the alternative claim under section 1, sub-section 4, 
was not open to her since the action had not been commenced 
within the time limited by the Workmen’s Compensation Act—i.e., 
six months. In the new Act the above sub-sections are re-enacted 
in practically identical terms, but in section 2, which deals with 
the time within which proceedings must be commenced, a new 
proviso has been added, to the effect that failure to make a claim 
within the specified period shall not be a bar to the maintenance 
of proceedings under the Act to recover compensation if it be found 
that the failure was caused by mistake, absence from the United 
Kingdom, or other reasonable cause. This proviso seems to be 
limited to original proceedings under the Act, and not to apply to 
the cases contemplated by section 1, sub-section 4, where actions 
are brought independently of the Act in the first instance. The 
above decision, therefore, appears to apply to the new Act. It 
is to be observed that it has set at rest a doubt raised by 
the decision of the Irish Court of Appeal in Beckley v. Scott 
(1902, 2 Ir. I’, 504), and has decided that the option given by 


section 1, sub-section 2 (4), has been exercised when the matter | 


has proceeded to a decision, even though that decision has been 
adverse to the claimant. The words of the sub-section are: 
** Bat theemployer stall! not be liable to py compensation 





-' left in a dangerous condition.”’ 


| both independently of and also under this Act.” The decision in 
| the Court of Appeal leaves it uncertain what is the position of the 
| workman when proceedings under the Act have been commenced 
iand then abandoned, as was the case in Rouse v. Dixon (1904, 2 
| K. B. 628), where the majority in the Divisional Court followed 
| the decision in Beckley v. Scott; but it would appear that that 
decision would still be supported on the reasoning of Lord Justice 
Kennepy in his judgment in that case. 


Indemnity of Printer of Newspaper Against 
Proceedings for Libel. 

THE PROPRIETOR of one of the society papers in a paragraph 
upon the liability of the printer of a newspaper to be joined as 
defendant in an action for libel states that his own practice, and 
that, he supposes, of most newspaper proprietors who do not print 
their own papers, has always been to give the printer an indemnity 
against possible proceedings for libel. He goes on to say that a 
well known firm of London printers had told him, much to his 
surprise, that they had been advised that such an indemnity was 
not enforceable at law. We presume that this opinion was based 
upon the proposition that the publication of a libel is a criminal 
offence, and that an indemnity against the liabilities for the com- 
mission of such an offence would be contrary to public policy. 
But it would surely be possible to frame an indemnity so as to 
secure a printer from the risk of legal proceedings in connection 
with the publication of a paper without the implication that it 
was the object or one of the objects of the indemnity to protect 
him from tle consequences of malicious defamation. The liability 
of the printer of a newspaper for a libel arises, it may be as.umed, 
from accident without the mens rea which is essential to a 
criminal offence. 


Liability of Landlord in Respect of 


Common Staircase. 


In cases where a building is let out to different tenants, and 
sore parts—such as a staircase—are reserved for their common 
use, it is frequently difficult to ascertain to what extent the 
landlord is liable for accidents due to the defective condition of 
the parts so reserved. In Miller v. Hancock (1893, 2 Q. B. 177) 
he was held by the Court of Appeal to be liable for an accident 
to a visitor to one of the tenants who was injured in consequence 
of the defective condition of the common staircase; but in the 
recent case of Huggett v. Miers (1908, 2 K. B. 278), also in the 
Court of Appeal, doubt has been thrown on the reasoning in 
the previous case, and it has been held that at any rate the 
landlord is not liable for defective lighting, where the particular 
circumstances rebut the implication against him of an agreement 
to light the staircase. 

Before considering these cases mention should be made of 
Ivay v. Hedges (9 Q. B. D. 80), where a similar question arose 
with regard to the fencing of a roof which was used as a drying 
ground. The defendant was the landlord of a house which was 
let out in apartments to several tenants. The roof was flat and 
covered with lead, and had an iron rail on its outer edge. Each 
of the tenants had the privilege of using the roof for drying 
linen. It was approached by means of a low door at the stair- 
head about 2ft. from the rail. The plaintiff, who was the 
occupier of one of the rooms, went upon the roof for the purpose 
of removing some linen. He slipped against the rail, and, in 
consequence of this being out of repair, fell into the courtyard 
below, and was injured. Reference was made in the argument 
to the Scotch case of M’ Martin v. Hannay (10 Court of Sess. 
Cas., 3rd Series, 411). There one of the banisters of a railing 
of a common staircase was wanting, and a child, falling through 
the railing, was killed. It was held that the father of the child 
was entitled to recover damages from the landlord. “The 
defender,’’ it was said in the Court of Session, “is proprietor of 
a tenement of houses occupied by twelve different families, all 
of whom have access by one common stair from the several land- 
ings on which the separate houses of the tenants enter. The 
accident arose from the defect in the railing of this outside stair. 
This railing it was the landlord’s duty to keep in repair, and he 
cannot escape responsibility for the consequences of its being 
And another of the judges of 
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the court said: “ Whenever property is left unfenced and in 
such a state as to be dangerous to the public entitled to be there, 
the proprietor, or someone in his stead, must be answerable for 
the damage or injury which may thereby be occasioned.’’ But 
in ITvay v. Hedges (supra) the Divisional Court drew a distinc- 
tion between the case of a common staircase and the user of the 
roof as a drying ground. “The tenement,” said Lord Coteriwes, 
C.J., referring to the Scotch case, “ was let out in flats, all the 
tenants using a common staircase. The staircase, therefore, 
was a necessary part of the holding, and it was the landlord’s 
duty to keep it in a state in which it could be safely used. It 
was an implied condition in the bargain that the mode of access 
to the various flats should be safe.’’ The roof in Jvay v. Hedges 
was subject to different considerations. The use of it for the 
purpose mentioned was no necessary part of the holding. It 
was an additional privilege allowed tg the tenants, and the 
plaintiff took advantage of the privilege at his own risk. There 
was no duty on the landlord to fence the roof, and hence he was 
not liable. 

In Miller v. Hancock (supra) neither Ivay v. Hedges 
(supra) nor the Scotch case just mentioned was referred to, but 
the Court of Appeal (Lord Esner, M.R., and Bowen and Kar, 
L.JJ.) decided the case upon the footing that the tenants had 
an easement over the common staircase, and that there was an 
implied obligation on the landlord to keep the staircase in a 
condition suitable for the exercise of this easement. “The 
tenants’ only mode of access,’’ said Lord Esnsr, M.R., “ to their 
tenements was by this staircase. This may be called an ease- 
ment, but it was, in my opinion, under the circumstances, such 
an easement as the landlord was bound to keep so as to afford a 
reasonably safe entrance and exit to the tenants. It seems to 
me that there is an implied obligation on the part of the landlord 
to the tenants to that effect, or else he is letting to the tenants 
that which will be of no value to them.’’ ‘And since the stair- 
case would also be used by persons having business with the 
tenants, the obligation extended to them also. “I think,’’ con- 
tinued Lord Esusr, “ that there is a relation between the land- 
lord and those who resort to the premises for business purposes, 
from which a duty arises upon the part of the landlord to keep 
the staircase, which is the means of access to the premises, in 
reasonably safe repair.” And for this he relied on Smith v. 
London and St. Katharine Docks Co. (L. R. 3 C. P. 326), where 
the defendant company were held liable to a person using a 
gangway to a ship in the dock for its defective state. Bowsn, 
L.J., also gave judgment to the same effect. - He admitted 
that in general there is no duty on a servient owner to do 
repairs necessary for the enjoyment of the easement. “ That,”’ 
he said, “ may be true with regard to easements in general, but 
it is subject to the qualification that the grantor of the easement 
may undertake to do the repair either in express terms or by 
necessary implication.’? And he held that in the case of a 
demise of a flat it was a necessary implication “ that the landlord 
should maintain the staircase, which is essential to the enjoy- 
ment of the premises demised, and should keep it reasonably 
safe for the use of the tenants, and also of those persons who 
would necessarily go up and down the stairs in the ordinary 
course of business with the tenants; because, of course, a land- 
lord must know when he lets a flat that tradesmen and other 
persons having business with the tenant must have access to it.’’ 

The reasoning of Miller vy. Hancock (supra) would seem to 
apply equally to the case of a defect in a roof whereby one of 
the tenements in the building is damaged; so that the landlord 
would be liable under an implied obligation to keep it in repair. 
But in Hargroves, Aronson & Co. v. Hartopp (1905, 1 K. B. 
472),*where the question arose, the Divisional Court (Lord 
Atvegstons, C.J., and Kennepy and Riorgy, JJ.) did not place 
the jiability of the landlord upon this ground. They preferred 
to put aside the question of an implied obligation to repair the 
roof, and decided against the landlord upon the. less satisfactory 
ground that, by neglecting to clear out the gutters and pipes and 
to repair them after notice from the plaintiff, he was chargeable 
with negligent user of the roof. Lord ALVERSTONE appears 
to have admitted that the principle of Miller v. Hancock would 
apply to damage suffered by a person visiting the tenant’s pre- 
mises, but he doubted whether the wider standard of liability 





indicated in the judgments in the Court of Appeal, including 
liability to the tenant himself, could be supported. But if an 
obligation on the part of the landlord to keep the roof and stair- 
case in repair can be implied at all, it seems to follow that the 
landlord must be liable to the tenant ; this, indeed, is clearer than 
his liability to strangers. 

The uncertainty which exists with regard to the extent of the 
landlord’s liability will not be removed by the judgments de- 
livered in the Court of Appeal in Huggett v. Miers (supra). 
The special circumstances of that case were sufficient to dis- 
tinguish it from Miller y. Hancock (supra), but the Court of 
Appeal have brought in question the grounds upon which the 
earlier decision was based. The defendant was the owner.of a 
building which was let to different tenants for offices, The stair- 
case was not included in the lettings, and the tenancy agreements 
contained no provision for lighting it. The tenants had: gas 
lights on the landings outside their doors, and supplied the gas 
from their own meters. The practice was for each tenant to 
turn out his light when he left for the night. The plaintiff 
was in the employ of one of the tenants, and on an evening when 
the lights had all been turned out and the staircase was in dark- 
ness, he was injured through failing to find his way out. He 
followed the stairs beyond the entrance to the street, and fell 
through a door lower down, which was used for hoisting goods. 
The Court of Appeal held that there was no liability on the 
landlord, and the decision was based on the ground that the 
practice for the tenants to light their own portions of the stair- 
case excluded any implication of an agreement by the landlord 
to do so. If there was no liability as between the landlord and 
the tenants, there could, it was considered, be no liability as 
between the landlord and strangers. 

But the decision raises a doubt whether, even if there had been 
an implied agreement between the landlord and the tenants, 
it would have improved the position of a stranger using the 
staircase. In Miller v. Hancock the Court of Appeal had no 
difficulty in imposing on the landlord who had entered into such 
an agreement a duty to strangers properly resorting to the pre- 
mises as well as to tenants. It is now suggested that this can 
only be because the landlord, having undertaken the duty of 
keeping the staircase in repair, must be taken to have “ auttior- 
ized the tenants for the purposes of their business to pa 
members of the public to use the stairs on his behalf, so ap, 
bind him ’’: per Farwaun, L.J, (1908, 2 K.B., p. 288). th 
is perhaps no objection to putting the matter in this way, thou 
it seems unnecessary, and in fact the Court of Appeal in Miller 
v. Hancock did not resort to’ any such subtlety. The landlord 
had impliedly undertaken to repair the staircase, and he was 
liable to all persons properly using it. He owed a duty to them. 
This was a plain and reasonable proposition, and it seems unfor- 
tunate that the law as definitely laid down on that occasion has 
not been more readily accepted. As pointed out in the Seoteh 
case above mentioned, some person must be liable, and ‘the 
liability must go with the duty to repair. Huggett v. Miers 
was capable of a different decision by reason of its special cir- 
cumstances, but as a general principle Miller v. Hancock will, 
it may be hoped, prevail. The cases in which it has been held 
that the landlord’s contractual liability to the tenant for the 
repair of the demised premises themselves is not available for 
members of his family or strangers stand upon a different footing 
(see Cavalier v. Pope, 1906, A. C. 429); though as to these, too, 
the law cannot be regarded as satisfactory. 
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Thereon, together with Statutes Referred to Therein, and Rules, 
Regulations, Orders and Forms thereunder. By Grorce ARTAUR 
Jounston, M.A. pers J.P., Barrister-at-Law. Effingham Wilson ; 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

Laws velating to Foreigners and Foreign Corporations. By G. F. 
Emery, LL.M., Barrister-at-Law. Effingham Wilson. 

The Companies Acts, 1862-1907, with Cross-References and a Full 
Analytical Index, comprising the Full Text of all the Statutes, with 
all Amendments and Repeais down to 1908, and the Forms and Fees 
prescribed by the Board of Trade under the Acts. By WILLIAM 
GoppEN, LL.B., B.A., Solicitor, and Stamrorp Hutton, M.A, 
Barrister-at-Law. Effingham Wilson. 

The Law and Practice under the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907, com- 
prising the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907, the Criminal Appeal Rules 
and Forms, 1908, and the Home Secretary’s Order as to Costs of 
a ane with Notes, Introduction, and a Copious Index. By T. W. 

ORGAN, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Haynes. 

Bankruptcy and Bills of Sale: an ‘‘A BC” of the Law, including 
Practical Notes on the Preparation of Deeds of Arrangement and 
Statements of Affairs, together with numerous Forms. By W. 
VALENTINE BALL, M.A , Barrister-at-Law. Sir Isaac Pitman & Sons 
(Limited). 

The Law of Copyright in Designs, together with the Practice 
relating to Proceedings in the Courts and in the Comptroller's Office ; 
the Patents and Designs Acts, 1907, and the Repealed Acts, 
1883-1888, compared ; the Statutory Rules and Forms; and the 
International Convention ; with Notes and a full Appendix of Statutes, 
Forms and Precedents, with Illustrations. Second Edition. By 
Lgwis Epmunps, D.Sc., K.C., and Hersert Bentwicu, LL.B., 
Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 








Correspondence. 


Private Companies. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 

Sir,—By section 37 of the Companies Act, 1907, a private company 
is defined as one which by its articles, inter alia, (a) restricts the right 
to transfer its shares. 

There is no explanation given as to what is the meaning of this 
sub-clause, and doubts have arisen as to whether the articles of 
association of many private companies, drawn up on the lines usual 
in such cases, and which in effect do restrict the right of a member to 
transfer his shares, except under the conditions and upon the terms 
therein set out, are sufficient to come within this sub-clause so as, 
providing the other sub-clauses are complied with, to bring it within 
the definition of a private company. 

The other A bg stn (+) and (c) limit the number of members to 
fifty and prohibit any invitation to the public to subscribe for shares 
or debentures. 

There is no ambiguity about these sub-clauses and they therefore 
need not be considered, but sub-clause (a), above mentioned, un- 
doubtedly has created considerable confusion in the minds of 
practitioners. 

The form of special resolution issued by one of the law stationers 
as sub-clause (a) is as follows: ‘‘The directors may at any time in 
their absolute and uncontrolled discretion and without assigning any 
reason therefor decline to register any proposed transfer of shares.” 

This undoubtedly carries the powers of the directors further than 
the articles of a private company usually do, and the question is 
whether it is necessary or not. 

Obviously to restrict is not necessarily to prohibit the transfer of 
shares, and the clause above set out seems to go a long way towards 
actual prohibition, which surely was not the intention of the Legis- 
lature, otherwise it would have been easy for the draftsman of the 
Act to have so stated. 

It has been held that in certain specified events a member can be 
compelled to transfer his shares (see Borland’s Trustee v. Steel 
Brothers & Co. (Limited), 1901, 1 Ch. 279), but I doubt whether sub- 
clause (a) intended to enact the converse and to prohibit transfer, nor 
do I see how prohibition of transfer, having regard to sub-clause (5), 
could be of any benefit to a private company. 

I should have thought that in order to render shares in private 
companies reasonably realizable it would have been sufficient that 
such usual and ordinary restrictions as one finds in well-drawn 
articles of most private companies would have been sufficient for all 
practical purposes, but if it is necessary to go further and treat 
restriction as prohibition ‘‘ in the absolute and uncontrolled discretion 
of the directors’”’ so as to render the interest of the shareholders 
almost entirely unrealizable, it gives, in my opinion, an altogether 
unfsir and unreasonable control by the directors over the rights of 
the members. 

However, perhaps some of your readers have formed an opinion 
upon the question, and will be good enough to ventilate it in your 
columns. T. RorHwELL Hasiam, 
47, Moorgate-street, London, E.C., June 23. 





Registered Charges of Leasehold Land. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. ] 

Sir,—The question raised by ‘“‘G. M. 8.” in your issue of the 
30th ultimo does not appear so puzzling as your note suggests 

““G. M. 8.” suggests that a mortgagee by demise, when the mort- 
gagor’s trustee in bankruptcy disclaims the lease, must, if he is to 
save his security, apply for a vesting order. Why? His rights are 
expressly preserved by section 55, sub-section 2, of the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1883, so that, unless the freeholder applies for an order, he need 
do nothing. More often than not the freeholder takes no action, 
being content to rely on his right to distrain and the proviso for 
re-entry. 

But even if the freeholder does compel the mortgagee to take a 
vesting order, there seems to be no necessity for altering the register. 
Your note suggests that the mortgagee cannot in that case sell until 
he is registered as proprietor. But by section 27 of the Land Transfer 
Act, 1875, the registered proprietor of a registered charge is empowered 
to transfer the land ‘‘ in the same manner as if he were the registered 
proprietor of such land”; and by section 35 (with rules 140, 141, and 
142) the transfer will be deemed to vest in the transferee the 
possession of the Jand transferred for all the leasehold estate described 
in the registered lease.”” What more can be required? Whether the 
last days have been vested in the mortgagee by order or not, he can, 
as registered chargee, transfer the land to the purchaser ‘‘ for the 
residue of the term granted by the registered lease” (Form 314). 

June 18, TALON. 

[This appears to be so, but meanwhile, if the lessor has intervened, 
the chargee has had the expense of taking the vesting order, which 
would have been avoided under the ordinary form of mortgage off 
the register.—Ep. S.J.] 


Bisgood v. Henderson's Transvaal Estates (Limited) 


(1908, 1 Ch. 743.) 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—Lord Justice Buckley in delivering the judgment of the 
Court of Appeal is reported to have said (p. 760), ‘‘ The dissentient 
member being thus in a position, by taking proper steps, to obtain 
the value of his interest in the company, there is no hardship upon 
him in any of the following arrangements within reasonable 
limits (4) that shares unapplied for may be sold and the 
member who does not assent shall take the proceeds (for this is giving 
him something more than that to which he would be otherwise 
entitled) It has accordingly been held that all these are 
legitimate in sales under that section” (section 161). 

This passage is very puzzling to me, as the arrangement numbered 
(4) seems to be quite contrary to the whole tenour of the judgment, 
and the explanatory parenthesis adds to my difficulty. 

On comparing the passage with section 161 I am inclined to think 
that the word “assent” is a mistake for “‘ dissent.” If ‘‘ dissent” 
is substituted for ‘‘ assent” the arrangement (4), as well as the 
parenthesis, seem quite intelligible and in harmony with the rest of 
the judgment. 

On the other hand, I must admit that, according to the opening 
words of the passage quoted, the Lord Justice was dealing with the 
position of a dissentient member, and if my view is correct, the 
arrangement (4) does not touch dissentient members at all. This 
consideration makes me doubt, but still my inclination is as I have 
stated. 

I should be very glad to know your view. 
opportunity of consulting any other report. 

June 22. 

[See observations under ‘‘ Current Topice.’”’—Eb. S.J.] 





I have not had the 
W. HH. W. 





The Decision in Copestake. v. Hoper. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 

Sir,—Your readers are probably weary of Copestake v. Hoper, but as 
Mr. Cyprian Williams challenges me to produce my vouchers, I hope 
you will afford me space for a brief reply to his courteous letter. The 
difference between us may appear to be academic and of no practical 
importance, but I submit that the minds of students will be thrown 
into worse confusion than ever if the doctrine laid down in modern 
text-books is unsettled. I am not aware that Lord St. Leonards, or 
| Mr. Charles Davidson, or Mr. Joshua Williams ever said in so many 
| words that a statutory deed of grant of land transfers the actual seisin 
| to the grantee without entry, but their treatment of the subject is in- 
| comprehensible on any other theory. In his Real Property (3rd ed., 

p- 150 4 and in his Seisin of the Freehold (pp. 146 seq.) Mr. 
| Joshua Williams explains the advantage of the conveyance by lease 
‘and release in giving the releasee actual seisin without entry, and 
|then traces the steps by which the modern deed of grant was 
| substituted for it; he treats the statutory deed of grant as having 
exactly the same effect as a conveyance by lease and release ; the only 
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difference which he points out is that there is one deed instead of two. 
Lord St. Leonards stated the effect of the Real Property Act, 1845, 
in the same way; by this Act, he said (Real Prop. Stat. 285) ‘‘ a lease 
for a year is rendered unnecessary”; that is, a deed of grant has the 
same operation as a conveyance by lease and release. So Mr. Charles 
Davidson in the introduction to his Concise Precedents. It is in- 
credible, to my mind, that these accurate writers should have stated 
the operation of a statutory grant as being identical with that of a 
conveyance by lease and release if they had had any doubt that the 
former gives the grantee actual seisin without entry. 

The same view was expressed by the Court of Appeal in Copestake 
v. Hoper. In his judgment the Master of the Rolls said: ‘‘ Alienation 
{under the Statute of Quia Emptores] has been effected from time to 
time in different ways: sometimes by feoffment with livery of seisin: 
sometimes by conveyance under the Statute of Uses: sometimes by 
lease and release: sometimes by a statutory conveyance taking effect, 
not under the Statute of Uses, but under the provisions of the Con- 
veyancing Act, 1845. In whatever form the alienation takes place, 
nothing whatever is left in the alienor.” That is to say, a statutory 
deed of grant has the same operation as the other kinds of conveyance 
mentioned by the Master of the Rolls, all of which gave the alienee 
actual seisin. 

With regard to Mr. Cyprian Williams’s own opinion, I confess that 
the last paragraph of his letter leaves me in a state of some bewilder- 
ment. In the Soxicrrors’ Journal for the 18th of May, 1907, he 
certainly advanced the novel and startling theory that a statutory 
deed of grant is analogous in its operation to a grant of a purely 
incorporeal hereditament at common law, and therefore gives the 
grantee only a seisin in law until he enters. He said: ‘‘ It is not, of 
course, suggested that the mere execution of a deed of grant, not 





operating under the Statute of Uses, will vest in the grantee the 
actual seisin, or seisin in deed, of the land granted, without actual 
entry by the grantee.” So that, according to Mr. Cyprian Williams's 
theory, the operation of a statutory deed of grant is totally different 
from that of a conveyance by lease and release. I will not weary 
your readers by repeating the objections to this theory which I have 
already urged (SoLicrrors’ JOURNAL, Jane Ist, 1907, Law Quarterly 
Review, October, 1907), but will content myself with pointing out 
that it is inconsistent with the view held by Lord St. Leonard's and 
his contemporaries and acquiesced in by conveyancers for the last 
sixty years. Now that the Court of Appeal has held that a statutory 
deed of grant has the same operation as a lease and release, it 
necessarily follows, in my humble judgment, that Mr. Cyprian 
Williams’s theory is erroneous. Of course, if Mr. Williams has 
altered his views, and thinks that the Court of Appeal was right in 
adopting the opinion of the last generation of conveyancers, then we 
are all agreed, and peace reigns once more. CHARLES SWEET. 

Lincoln’s-inn, June 22. 

P.S.—I may add that if Mr. Williams’s theory were correct, this 
strange result would follow, that in the case of a married man taking 
a grant of land and dying before entry, his widow would prima facie 
be entitled to dower, while in the case of a married woman dying 
under similar circumstances, her husband would not be entitled to 
curtesy. The danger of any such anomaly being introduced into our 
law is happily averted by the decision of the Court of Appeal.—C. 8. 

[We think this correspondence must now close.—Eb. S.J.] 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


BLYTH v, HULTON & CO, (LIM.). No. 1. 19th June. 


Gamine—Lorrery—Missinc Linz Comprrition—Eprror’s Drciston To BE 
Finat—Gamine Act, 1802 (42 Geo. 3, c. 119), s, 1. 


The defendants, who were the proprietors of a weekly journal, announced in 
their journal that they would give a first prize of £300 for the best line in a 
limerick competition, a second prise of £100, two more prizes of £50 each, and in 
addition that they would send a sovereign each to 100 other readers by way of con- 
solation ; that every coupon sent in would be carefully examined by a petent 
staf’, and would be judged entirely on its merits; and that the editor’s decisi 
twas in all cases to be final. Each competitor was required to send 6d., and the 
names of the winners were to be announced in the issue of the journal published ten 
days after the last day for sending in the coupons, There were 60,000 competitors. 
The winning line and the name of the winner of the first prize were announced in 
the journal, and the plaintiff, who had sent in a line identical with the winning 
Hine, but who had not been declared the winner, brought an action to recover the 
amount of the first prize. 

-_ that the competition was a lottery, and that the action was not maintain- 


Appeal by the plaintiff from the judgment of Pickford, J. The defen- 
dants were the owners of a weekly journal called Ideas, and in an issue of 
that journal they inserted the following announcement: ‘‘ £1,200 dis- 
tributed this week. Another £300 offered fora line. Also prizes of £100, 
two £50’s, and 100 sovereigns. Below, you will find the announcements 
of two weeks’ limerick result—£1,200 in prize money, therefore, being 
given here. Our new limerick scheme has pleased every one, It has 



































roved ve ular, and we have received many letters a appre- 
Fiation of the fact that competitors know exactly what is going to be 
distributed. We started by offering a first prize of £100, but we have 
increased that prize, and this week again offer £300 for the best line. This 
is unprecedented. It is doubtful if so large a sum ever has been paid for 
so small a number of words. It is a year’s income fora minute’s Work. 
In addition, we shall award a second prize of £100, and then two more of 
£50 each. Besides these, we shall send so to a hundred other 
readers by way of consolation. If you have y won any of our prizes, 
that does not mean you cannot win again. If you have not, now is the 
best opportunity ever offered. We would emphasize the fact that Nag 
coupon is carefully examined by a competent staff, and that every efforc 
judged entirely on its merits. Read the following conditions, and send in 
your last line right away. With each entry a postal order for 6d. must be 
sent. One coupon must be cut from each issue; but by writing the other 
entries on notepaper and sending a postal order for 6d. for each additional 
effort competitors are allowed to submit as many as they choose. Cut out 
the printed lines given in the unfinished limerick coupon below. Then 
write clearly in ink the line that itself as being the smartest and 
most appropriate completion of the limerick. Enclose with this a 
order (not stamps) for 6d., made payable to Ideas, and crossed ‘ Oo.’ 
Address, Limerick, Ideas, Withy-grove, Manchester. Entries must reach 
this office not later than the morning, Wednesday, December 25. We 
can enter into no corres whatever oe to the contest, 
and the editor’s decision must in all cases accepted Th 
names of the winners in this competition will be announced in the issue 
of Zdeas on sale on January 3, 1908 (dated January 9), and in the Sunday 
Chronicle of January 5.”” On each coupon was printed the following con- 
dition to be signed by the competitor: ‘‘I agree to abide by the decision 
published in Jdeas and the Sunday Chronicle and to accept it as final; and I 
enter only on this understanding, and I agree to the conditions printed 
on this page.’’ The first four lines of the unfinished limerick in question 
were as follows : 

He wished her a happy New Year, 

And endeavoured to make it quite clear 

That her — lay 
In e day 
The plaintiff sent in a coupon with the last line as follows: ‘‘ When the 
ring and the book should appear.”” The winning line was announced in the 
issue of Ideas dated the 9th of January, 1908, to be identical with that 
given above. but another person was announced to be the winner of the 
first prize. There were 60,000 competitors. The plaintiff brought an ae 
action to recover either the £300, or £150 if the prize was to be divided 
between him and the person announced to be the winner. Pickford, J., 
gave judgment for the defendants upon the —_ that the plaintiff had 
agreed to accept the decision of the editor as final. The plaintiff appealed. 
Tae Court (Vavenan Witurams, Fiercner Movtrton, and Buckuey, 

L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal, holding that, in all the circurastances of the 
case, the competition was a lottery, it being obvious that the selection of 
the winner of the first must be by chance and not by merit, and that 
part of the scheme which provided that the defendants would send a 
sovereign to each of one hundred other readers by way of consolation clearly 
contemplated a distribution by chance.—CounseL, Profumo and Brocklehurst ; 
Montague Lush. K.C., and Langdon, K.C. Soxscrrors, J. Scott Duckers, for 
Foulds § Laycock, Manchester; R. B. Wheatly, Son, § Daniel, for Cobbett, 
Wheeler, § Cobbett, Manchester. 

[Reported by W. F. Barry, Barrister-at-Law.] 


o 7 +] 
High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 
GOODSON v, GRIERSON. Channel], J. 23rd June, 
Gamine TRANSACTION—FOoRBEARANCE TO Suz—ConsIDERATION. 

In an action by a bookmaker to recover a sum of money, the defendant pleaded 
that the claim was in respect of betting transactions. The plaintiff’ admitted that 
the amount sued for was wholly in respect of bets upon horse-races made by the 
plaintiff with the defendant, but relied on the fact that in compliance with a request 
contained in a letter written by the defendant he forbore to sue the defendant, and 
had given him time to get the money, relying on the defendant's promise that if 
this was agreed to he would not only pay the debt in full, but interest up to 

yment, : ‘ 
rela, that, the plaintiff having shewn that there was a good consideration for the 
payment of the debt, apart from the original consideration, he was entitled to 
judgment, 

4 ams v. Stuart-King (52 Sozrcrrors JOURNAL, 551) followed. 
e plaintiff, Mr. H. 8. Goodson, a turf commission agent 
business in Piccadilly, sued Mr. H. G. St. John Grierson, of 
to recover £569 5s. 8d., claimed, by the indorsement on the writ, as 
‘«money found due from the defendant to the plaintiff on the taking of an 
account between them on the 24th of August, 1907.”” Counsel, in opening 
the plaintiff's case, said the question was whether the debt was recoverable, 
the Heming ond Wagering Acts having been pleaded Y See 
and his contention was that there was evidence here of a new 
consideration for the —— to the debt contained in a letter 
the 28h of August, 1908, wri the defendant 
material part of the letter was as eg 
over for a few weeks. I have been badly let 
mine, but will pay 5 cent. interest. . . . Let 
this is satisfactory, o will overdraw, but 
of cash for the remainder of the holidays." 
telegram was sent complying with the request. 
evidence was called, but it was contended that the mere gi 
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was not sufficient consideration to support the claim in face of the defence 
pleaded. 

CHANNELL, J., expressed regret that the statutory restriction which made 
it impossible to recover bets in a court of law had been qualified by the 
decisions which had recently been given. The judgment ot Barnes, P., in 
Hyams v. Stuart-King (52 Sotictroxs’ Journat, 551) made it perfectly clear 
that if there was any consideration which would support a contract apart 
from the bets the bookmaker could succeed. It was equally clear that the 
agreeing not to do something which would be disagreeable or disadvanta- 
geous to the debtor was as good consideration for a contract as undertaking 
to do something which in the opinion of the person making the request 
would be to his advantage, and that if at the request of that person the 
plaintiff did one or the other there was a good consideration given by him, 
which the courts had held, if established, would enable him to recover on 
a promise to pay bets. It seemed to him that at the request of the 
defendant—who his lordship was of opinion would have paid his bets if 
he had had the money at once—the plaintiff in this case had given 
such consideration, and it followed that the plaintiff was entitled 
to judgment. In deciding in the plaintiff's favour, he felt 
that he had carried the principle laid down by the courts 
a step further than it had yet been taken by any of the 
decided cases. Although the defendant had in this case only a:ked for 
time, he thought it might be inferred that he looked upon being held up 
as a defaulter, or having to raise a loan at his bank, as something which he 
desired to avoid—as something disagreeable to himself. There was no 
threat here by plaintiff that if the money was not paid the defendant would 
be ported a defaulter. The consideration was merely the making of an 
arrangement which on the face of it was one to suit the defendant’s con- 
venience. The writing of the letter of the 28th of August and the 
compliance with the request it contained, in his lordship’s opinion, brought 
the case within the principle laid down by recent decisions, and entitled 
the ee to succeed and to have the general costs of the action. There 
would be a stay in view of an appeal, the costs to be taxed and paid to the 
solicitor on the usual undertaking.—CovunseL, Lush, K.C., P. Rose Innes, 
and Hilbery; F. Low, K.C., and Attenborough. Soxicrrors, R. §. 8. Walker ; 
Andrew, Wood, Purves, ¢ Sutton, for Halliley §¢ Morrison, Bedford. 

[Reported by Exsxive Rein, Barrister-at-Law. | 





Solicitors’ Cases. 


Re EDDOWES & SONS, SOLICITORS. Joyce, J. 19th and 20th June. 


Cosrs—Taxation—Lonpon Soricrror [nstructinec Country Soiiciror— 
ReLation or Sortciror anp Cirent—Express [nstravctions—REAsONABLE 
Steps to Compiy with Ixstructions—Discretion or TAXING - MASTER. 
Country solicitors incurred considerable dishursemen's, and made a substantial 

charge in respect of an unsuccessful attempt to effect service on behalf of a London 

solicttor against a client of the latter. Upon taxation the whole of these dishurse- 
ments and charges were disallowed, on the ground that they were unreasonably 


Held, that the taxation was between solicitor and client, and the service having 
been attempted upon express instructions, the master had no discretion to disallow 
the items entirely. 


In July, 1907, Mr. William Durnford, a solicitor practising in London, 
desired to serve an order of court upon a client of his, who was an officer 
in a regiment then stationed at Normanton Barracks, Derby. Mr. Durnford, 
by a letter dated the 12th of July, 1907, instructed Messrs. Eddowes & 
Sons, solicitors at Derby, to serve the order by a letter in the following 
terms: ‘* Dear Sirs,— Will you kindly serve the order herewith on Captain 
——, of Old Normanton Barracks, Derby? He is, I understand, at present 
in camp with his regiment, but I do not know where. May I ask for your 
immediate attention ’’—adding: ‘‘ I hope yon will be able to effect service 
to-morrow.” Meesrs. Eddowes received this letter on Saturday, the 
13th of July, and immediately dispatched a clerk to Normanton 
Barracks. The clerk then proceeded to the camp of the regiment 
at Belton Park, near Grantham, and was directed to Chilwell, Beeston, 
Nottingham, and there the clerk ascertained that Captain —— was 
on leave and that his destination was unknown. The clerk was travelling 
from twelve noon to twelve midnight on Saturday. On the same evening 
he sent a pencil note to Mr. Durnford from Beeston saying that the 
captain was absent on leave till Mouday, ‘‘ Wire instructions.’’ On 
Monday, the 15th of July, Messrs. Eddowes sent a full report to Mr. 
Durnford, who on the same day, in answer to the pencil note, sent a tele- 
gram to Messrs. Eddowes, “‘ Pray try effect service to-day.”” The captain 
was ultimately served on the 17th of July by Messrs. Eddowes, and they, 
on tle same day, sent an account of their charges to Mr. Durnford. On 
the 9th of October, 1907, Mr. Durnford wrote to Messrs. Eddowes, ‘I am 
sorry to have to object to your costs, but I cannot sibly hope to get 
them allowed.” To this Messrs. Eddowes replied : ‘‘ We look to you to pay 
the costs, and the taxation has nothing to do with us.” Messrs. Eddowes’ 
charges for professional charges and disbursements amounted to £8 6s. 5d., 
including £2 2s, for the attempt to serve on the Saturday, the 13th 
of July, and 12s. 6d. railway fares. Upon taxation the master struck 
out both these items (thus reducing the bill by more than one-sixth) on 
the ground that the solicitors should not have undertaken the journeys on 
Saturday without further instructions. Messrs. Eddowes & Sons objected 
to the taxation, and the taxing-master gave the following answer to the 
objections : ‘‘ The objections suggest that I have gone wrong because I 
am seid to have placed an erroneous construction on a letter of the 12th of 
July, 1907 ; but the suggestion that I have been guided wholly or mainly 

that letter is without foundation. I considered all the circumstances 
of the (ase, and on the taxation h- ard all the details from the solicitors. 
I do 1.0 think there is any question of principle involved, I exer- 





cised my discretion in dealing with the charge, and in my judgment 
[ have allowed full and reasonable remuneration to the solicitors for all 
that they necessarily and properly did to effect service of the order in 
question. I think their charges are too high, and that they could have 
followed a less expensive and more businesslike course. These agency 
charges for service are everyday questions. I have taxed by the light of 
such experience as I have, and as I think I have rightly exercised my dis- 
cretion, I overrule the objections.”” Messrs. Eddowes & Sons took outa 
summons to review the taxation. 

Joyce, J., in the course of his judgment, and referring to the facts, said : 
This was a taxation between solicitor and client, the client being also a 
solicitor. It was not a case of a solicitor and a lay client, but both parties 
were fully aware of the nature of the business and the meaning of the 
instructions. The letter of the 12th of July was not a request for service 
in the usual manner, but was for immediate service, and constituted a 
request and instructions upon which Messrs. Eddowes & Sons acted most 
energetically. There was no complaint in respect of the journeys on 
Saturday, the 13th of July, after Mr. Durnford received the pencil note on 
the following Monday and Messrs. Eddowes’ report, but Mr. Durnford 
wired back ‘‘ Pray effect service to-day.’’ The taxing-master in fact 
allowed similar costs for the subsequent journeys on which service was 
actually effected. Whether or not Mr. Durnford could get the costs 
allowed subsequently had nothing to do with Messrs. Eddowes, who had 
acted properly upon the express instructions which they had received. 
The taxing-mast-r’s answers to the objections did not meet the point ; there 
was no question of discretion ; it would be a miscarriage to disallow the 
costs of the journeys. The bill would not be sent back, but the taxing- 
master’s certificate would be ordered to be varied by allowing the two 
items referred to in the objections. The costs of the taxation and of the 
present application would be paid by Mr. Durnford.—CounseL, Hughes, 
K.C., and Chetwynd Leech; 'R. J. J. Wollis. Sotscrrors, A. R. § H, 


Steele, for Eddowes § Sons, Derby; William Durnford. 
(Reported by A. 8. Orrt, Barrister-at-Law. | 





Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 


Division. 
In the Estate of ISAAC CARTER, DECEASED. Gorell Barnes, P. 
22nd June. 
Prosate—Dersrroyven Witt—Error or Execurrrx—Apmission or Drart 
—PRactTIce. 


Where an executriz destroyed a will in @ fit of temper, the court refused on 
motion to admit a draft of the original will to probate. It must be propounded wn 
an action, 

Motion to decree probate of the last will, dated the llth of May, 1893, 
of Isaac Carter, deceased, as contained in completed draft, to the appli- 
cants, the executrix and executor of the said will. From the case on 
motion it appeared that the original of the will was in existence at the 
date of and after the death of the deceased, which occurred on the 23rd of 
October, 1893. On the 23rd of December, 1898, Ann Oarter, the widow of 
the deceased, took the original will to her solicitor in Bristol, who com- 
pared the draft with the original will and found them identical in 
every respect. Both documents remained in the solicitor's custody 
until the 27th of December, 1901, when in pursuance of the request 
of Ann Carter, the original will was sent to her. On or about the 
2nd of January, 1902, Ann Carter being at the time in enfeebled 
health and seventy-six years of age, in a fit of temper destroyed the 
original will. Ann Carter and her son, Cornelius Carter, were executrix 
and executor respectively. According to the affidavit of Ann Carter, it 
appeared she desired to benefit another son for whom no provision had 
been made in the will, and destroyed the document, believing she could 
make a will leaving the property of her late husband in equal shares to 
her three children. The consents of the widow and of all the next-of-kin 
of the deceased to the grant being made had been obtained. 

GoreLt Barnes, P., said that the court would not assist a person who 
had destroyed a will under such circumstances by allowing the draft to he 
admitted on motion. It would have to be propounded in an action. The 
motion would be refused.—CounseL, Armst White (J. H. Murphy with 
him). Sorscrrons, W. H. Newton, for Tuckey § Clifton, Bristol. 

[Reported by Diany Cores-Prerpy, Barrister-at-Law.]} 


In the Estate of ARTHUR GEORGE BELL, DECEASED. Gorell Barnes, P. 
22nd June. 
Pronate—Bowa vacantia—Ricut or Crown. 

A soldier died in India, a bachelor, bastard, and intestate, leaving personal 
estate in this country, 

Held, that the Crown was entitled to the estate as bona vacantia, the right 
claimed not ling in the nature of a succession. 

Motion to the court to grant letters of administration of the personal 
estate of Arthur George Bell, to the solicitor of the Treasury. It 
appeared that the said Arthur George Bell was a sergeant in his 
Majesty’s 10th Regiment of Hussars, and died at Mhow, in the Empire of 
India, on the 2nd of November, 1906, a bachelor, bastard, and intestate. 
(Goxe.t Barnes, P.—What about his domicil ?] It was submitted that the 
deceased’s domicil was immaterial. The Crown did not claim the property 
by succession, but because there was no succession. It was property which 
no one claimed, accordingly the Crown was entitled to take it as bone 
vacantia: Re Barnett's Trusts (50 W. R. 681; 1902, 1 Oh. 84) was cited. 

Gorvtt Barnes, P., granted the motion,—Counser, Reginald Marten, 


Soricrron, Solicitor to the Treasury. , 
[ by Diowy Corzs-Pusupy, Barrister-at-Law. | 
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New Orders, &c. 


Mail Ships Acts, 1891 and 1902. 


Retes or Court Mape ny THE Lorp CHANCELLOR AND THE JUDGES OF TBE 
Supreme Court pursvant To THE Mai Snips Acts, 1891 anp 1902, 
TOGETHER WITH THE ScaLe or FERS FIX#D WITH THE CONCURRENCE OF 
THE Commissioners oF His Masesty’s Treasury. 

The following Rules under the Mail Ships Acts, 1891 and 1902 (in these 

Rules referred to as the Acts), may be cited as the Mail Ships Rules, 1908. 


GENERAL. 
Assignment of business to Probate Divorce and Admiralty Division. 


1. All matters within the jurisdiction of the High Court under the pro- 
visions of the Acts shall be assigned to the Probate Divorce and Admiralty 
Division, and all jurisdiction in relation thereto may be exercised by a 
Judge at Chambers. 

Form of Applications, 

2. Every application to the Court under the Acts shall be intituled 
in the matter of the Acts, and of the Order in Council applying the Acts 
as regards the postal service in respect of which the application is made, 
and shall be signed by or on behalf of the owner of the ships or ship in 
respect of which the application is made (in these Rules referred to as the 
owner), or by a secretary or assistant secretary of the Board of Trade, as 
the case may be, and shall be filed in the Admiralty Registry. 

Hearing of application. 

3. On the filing of any application under the Acts, the Court shall 
appoint a day for the bearing thereof, having regard to the notice (if 
any) required to be given in respect of that application ; and after the 
hearing the Court may make such order thereon as the Court may think 
just. 

Notices. 

4, Where in any proceeding relating to security notice is required by 
the Acts or these Rules to be given, such notice shall be a notice of three 
clear days, except where these Rules otherwise provide, but the Court or 
a Judge may in any case permit such shorter notice as the justice of the 
case may require. 

Move or rrxine Security. 
Contents of application to fix security. 

5. Every application to the Court to fix the nature and amount of the 
security which the owner ought to place under the control of the Court 
for the 9 of the Acts shall be divided into paragraphs, describing— 

(i.) The postal service in respect of which the owner is subsidised 
and the names of the ports or places between which the ser- 
vice is performed, and at which the ships touch in the 
ordinary course of the service. 

(ii.) The Government, whether British, colonial, or foreign, from 
which the owner receives a subsidy in respect of the service. 

(iii.) The nationality of the —_ engaged in the service. 

(iv.) Tbe maximum number of ships proposed to be employed and 
the number intended to be simultaneously engaged in the 
service and the aggregate tonnage of such numbers respec- 
tively and the tonnage of the largest ship intended to be 
employed. 

(v.) The amount for which the owner proposes to give his bond, and 
the nature and amount of the security whereby he proposes 
such bond to be guaranteed. 

(vi.) The documents filed with the application in accordance with 
the Acts and these Rules, 

Certificate and Affidavits. 

6. Together with the application shall be filed the certificate of a 
Secretary of State that the owner is subsidised for the execution of the 
postal service described in the application, and also such evidence on 
affidavit or otherwise as may be necessary in support of the statements 
made in the application. 

Notice to Board of Trade of application to fiz security. 

7. Ten clear days before the day appointed for the hearing of an appli- 
cation to fix the nature and amount of security, the owner shall serve upon 
the Board of Trade a notice of the application, accompanying the same 
with copies of the application and of the affidavits and documents filed 
therewith, 

Security consisting of cash or Government securities. 

8. Where an order fixing the nature and amount of security directs 
that the security shall consist partly of cash or Government securities, 
such cash or securities shall be paid and brought into Court, and subject 
to the Acts and these Rules shall be lodged and dealt with in all respects 
according to the provisions of the Rules for the time being in force 
relating to funds in Court. 

Disposal of income or dividends accruing on security. 

9. Where the security given consiste of.cash or Government securities 
the Court may make orders for the disposal of. any income or dividends 
accruing thereon, but any such order may be cancelled or varied if it 
appears to the Court, having regard to pending claims or other circum- 
stances, that such income or dividends ought to be applied to the enhance- 
ment of the security. 


Investment of cash seourity. 


10. Where the security given consists partly of cash, the Court , on 
the application of the owner, and in cncnsdiaan yt 


with the Rules for the 





time being in force relating to funds in Court, direct such cash or any part 
thereof to be invested, and, if necessary, accumulated. 


PRoOcEDURR CARRYING OUT EXEMPTION. 


Notice of exemption. ue 

11. On the completion of the security in accordance with the order of 
the Court, the Admiralty Registrar shall forthwith give information 
thereof to the Board of e, and thereu; the Board of Trade shall 
publish a notice, intituled in the matter of the Acts and of the Order in 
Council whereby the Acts are applied as regards the postal service in 
respect of which the security has been given, and of the Order in Council 
(if any) whereby the Acts are eppli to any British and 

of the order of Court as relates to the um 

number and tonnage of the ships to which the security is to apply, and 

requiring all arresting authorities to take notice that from and after the 

date therein mentioned {pring the day on which the gre Ang, com- 

pleted in accordance with the order of the Court), all the ships of the 

owner actually engaged in the said postal service are to be 
exempted mail ships within the meaning of the Acts. 
List of ships entitled to exemption. 

12. As soon as may be after security is given in accordance with an 
order of the Court, the owner shall lodge in the Admiralty a list 
of the ships actually engaged in the postal service, in respect of w the 
security has been given, mentioning the and port of registry of 
each ship, and shall also from time to time, as o as any ships are added 
or substituted for the | ony of that postal service, lodge in the Admiralty 
Registry a corrected as aforesaid. A copy of every such list shall be 
transmitted to the Board of Trade for publication. 

Arrest of exempted mail ship. 


13. If notwithstanding its exemption any exempted mail ship is arrested 
in the United Kingdom, the Board of Trade on being informed by the 
owner of such arrest and of the arresting authority, and on being satisfied 
that the ship is an exempted mail ship, shall hwith send a gre 
notice to the arresting authority informing him that the ship is an 
exempted mail ship, and as such entitled to release. 


APPLICATIONS TO MAKE SECURITY SUFFICIENT, OR TO VARY AND WITHDRAW. 
Application by Board of Trade to make security sufficient. 


14. Every application to the Court by the Board of Trade to require that 
any security shall be made sufficient, shall recite or describe the previous 
orders of the Court (if any) relating to the security, and shall also state the 
nature and amount of the security for the time bemmg under the control of 
the Court, and the names and tonnage of the ships to which the security 
for the time being — and the — whether pending claims, 
variation of the conditions of the service or otherwise, whereby ———— 
to the Board of Trade that the security has become insufficient, such 
application shall be accompanied by such evidence (if any) on affidavit or 
otherwise as may be n in sup) of any statements made therein 
which are not within the ocaubunss of the Board of Trade. 

Application to vary or withdraw security. 

15. An applicaiion by an owner to vary or withdraw any security shall 
recite or describe the previous orders of the Court relating to the security, 
and the nature — amount of be —, for the time being, and A 
case of an application to vary state the 8 upon 
the mode in which, the owner desires the rar be varied. Every 
application to vary shall be accompanied by such evidence on affidavit or 
otherwise as may be necessary in support of the application. 

Order for withdrawal. 

16. An order of the Court for the withdrawal of security shall, in the 
first instance, be provisional, but the Court may, subject to these Rules, 
make the order absolute on the application of the owner. 

Notice to arresting authorities of provisional order of withdrawal. 

17. When*a provisional order has been made for the withdrawal of 
security, the Admiralty Registrar shall give notice thereof to the Board of 
Trade, and thereupon the Board of frade shall publish notices to all 
arresting authorities, in like manner as herein-before provided, reciting 
such order and notifying that, after the day named in the notice (such day 
not being earlier than a reasonable time after the publication of the 
notice), the Court may, on the application of the owner, make the order 
absolute, unless it ap to the Court that any pending claims exist for 
the purposes of which the security is required, 


Crsser or Exemption, 
Notice of*cesser of exemption. 


| 


18. Where on the a mpc of the Board of Trade an order is made 
that any security shi made sufficient within a time fixed, and default 
is made therein, or where an order for the withdrawal of any security is 
made absolute, the Admiralty shall forthwith ae Board 
of Trade of such default or order absolute, as the case may be, and the 
Board of Trade shall thereupon publish a notice to the effect that the mail 
ships in respect of which such default is made or such order is made abso- 
lute, have since the date of the default or order absolute, as the case may 
be, ceased to be exempted mail ships. 

-! aan greet notice published by 

19. Without prejudice to any other of a pu 
the Board of Trade con the names of the exempted mail ships of 
any owner, or until such notice is published a like notice declaring that all 
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ships of the owner engaged in the postal service to which any security 
applies are exempted mail ships, shall be evidence of the exemption of 
any mail ship named in such notice or proved to have been at the date of 
an arrest actually engaged in the said postal service, but snch evidence 
may be rebutted by any subsequently published notice by the Board of 
Trade containing a corrected list of the exempted mail ships of that owner, 
or declaring that the ships of that owner have ceased to be exempted mail 
ships, or by proof that the number and tonnage of the ships for the time 
being engaged in the postal service in respect of which the security was 
— exceeds the number and tonnage of the ships to which the security 
applies. 


Procepure 1s Case or Actions aGarnst Exemptep Mar. Surrs. 
Writ of summons as in actions in rem. 


20. An action may be commenced in the High Court against the owners 
of an exempted mail ship in the like cases, in the same manner, and subject 
to the same rules as in an Admiralty action in rem. 


Notice of orders to Paymaster-General, 


21. Every order of the Court mene be security consisting of cash or 
Government securities to be applied shall be forthwith notified by the 
Admiralty Registrar to the Paymaster-General, 


Priority of application orders. 


22. In making orders for the application of the security, the Court may, 
so far as circumstances permit, give the like directions as to priorities as 
= eam could give in the case of proceeds of property under the control 
of the court. 


Pvusuication or Notices ny Boarp or Trane. 
Mode of publication of notices by Board of Trade. 


Forms. 
24. The Forms in the Schedule, with such variations as circumstances 
may require, shall be used in proceedings under the Acts. 
(Signed) Lorexsvurn, O. 

Atverstong, C.J. 

H. H. Cozens-Harpy, M.R. 

Rotanp L. Vavenan Wriiturams, L.J. 

J. Gorett Barnes, P. 

R. J. Parker, J. 
The 3rd day of June, 1908. CHRISTOPHER JAMES. 

[There is a long Schedule of Forms. | 
Scare or Fees. 


ee 
oO? 


On filing an application to fix security ee ee ee ee 
On every subsequent application by the owner or other person 
(except the Board of Trade) with respect to the security 
On every order of the Court fixing the security .. ° ee 
On every other order of the Court with respect to the security .. 
On every affidavit or other document filed, the like fee as in an 
Admiralty action. 
On every £50 or fraction of £50 paid out of Court upon an order 
for an application of the security .. ee oe ee ee 
On every £50 or fraction of £50 recovered under a judgment of 
the Court from the owner of an exempted mail ship or his 
sureties ee 
We, being two of the Lords Commissioners 
the above scale of fees. 
(Signed) 


oro ob 
ooo of 


~ 
oon 


05 0 


ee 05 0 
Treasury, concur in 


of H.M. 
Crcrzt Norton. 
J. H. Wuittey. 








Colonial Stock Act, 1905 
(63 & 64 Vict. c. 62). 





23. Where any notice respecting any exempted mail ship or any security | _ In pursuance of section 2 of the Colonial Stock Act, 1900, the Lords 
is by these rules required to be published, the Board of Trade shall forth- Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury hereby give notice that the 
with publish the same in the London Gazette, and also, if the case so | provisions of the Act have been complied with in respect of the under- 
requires, in the Edinburgh or Dublin Gazette, and where the exemption mentioned Stock, registered or inscribed in the United Kingdom :— 
or security affects any British possession the Board of Trade shall also Dominion of Canada 34 per cent. Stock (1930-50). 
forthwith send a copy of such notice to a Secretary of State for publication | The restrictions mentioned in section 2, sub-section 2, of the Trustee 
in that possession, and every notice so published shall be deemed to be | Act, 1893, apply to the above Stock (see Colonial Stock Act, 1900, 






notice to all arresting authorities in each part of the United Kingdom, and 
in such British possession respectively. 


section 2). 
| Treasury Chambers, Whitehall, 20th June, 1908. 








Societies. 


The Law 


The annual general meeting of members of this society will be held at 
the Society’s (Chancery Lane entrance), on Friday, the 10th of July, 
1908, at 2p.m. The following are the provisions of bye-law 15 as to th 
business to be transacted at an annual general meeting, namely: ‘‘ The 
business of an annual general meeting shall be the election of president, 
———— and members of Council, as directed by the Charter, and 
also the election of auditors; the reception of the accounts submitted by 
the auditors for approval, the reception of the annual report of the 
Council, and the disposal of business introduced by the Council, and of any 


other matter which may consistently with the Charter and bye-laws be | 


introduced at such meeting.’’ Below will be found the names of the 
candidates nominated to fill the thirteen vacancies in the Council, and in 
the offices of president, vice-president, and auditors, with the names and 
addresses of their nominators. 

Mr, J, A Howarp-Warson will move: ‘‘ That the society condemns the 
growing practice of members advertising for premiumed articled clerks as 


Society. 
, being lowering to the dignity of the profession and contrary to its etiquette 
| forbidding advertisement.”’ . 
| Mr. Onarves Forp will move: “ (a) That in the opinion of this society 
| it is undesirable that members of the society should be appointed auditors 
| of the accounts of the society, and that the bye-laws in regard to accounts 
and audits be amended accordingly. (n) There shall only be two auditors 
and not three, as at present provided in the bye-laws. (c) Only chartered 
accountants shall be qualified to fill the office of auditors of the {society, 
and two firms may be appointed to act as joint auditors.” : 
Mr. W. Waxp-Hicaes will move: ‘‘ That the wearing of a distinctive wig 
or head-dress by solicitors acting as advocates be approved and recom- 
mended by the society, and that the necessary steps be taken by the 
Council to bring the matter to the notice of the proper officials so as to 
| enable solicitors to carry out the effect of this resolution.” 


E. W. Wit1amson, Secretary. 


List or Quatirirp Memners or tHe Soctrrry Nomrnatep as Mempers or tHe Councit ro BE Evecrep at THE ANNUAL GENERAL Meetine 


Nane of Candidate, Address, 


*Henry Attlee... 10, Billiter-square, London, E.C.... 


*Charles Mylne Barker 


“ee 


*Thomas William Bischoff ... 4, ae Winchester-st., London, 
E.C, 


John James Dumville Botterell .. 


Sil a | 156, Friar-street, Reading... 





on THE 10rn or Juxty, 1908. 


15, Bedford-row, London, W.C.... | 


} 
24, St. Mary Axe, London, E.C.... | 








Names cf Nominators. 





2, Bond-court, London, E.C. 


39, Lime-street, London, E.C. 

4, Bedford-row, London, W.C. 
| 24, Austin-friars, London, E.O. 

3, South-square, Gray's Inn, W.O. 
... | Essex-place, Cheltenham. 
... | 19, Gt. Winchester-st., London, E.0. 
.. | 8, Gt. Winchester-st., London, E.0. 
8, Albion-place, Leeds. 

| 5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 

9, Gracechurch-street, London, E.0. 
| 8, Great St. Helens, London, E.O. 
28, Great George-street, 8.W. 

31, Mincing-lane, London, E.O. 

1, Friar-street, Reading. 


{ Joseph Addison a 
( Henry Warren Jones ke 
|, Andrew Alfred Collyer- Bris 
Artbur Statham Jecks__.. 
Charles Goddard ... 
Walter Gerald Gurney 
| { John Thomas Edmonds ... 
| Herbert Burnell Rendall ... : 
( Thomas Marshall ... pi os | 
Charles Henry Morton _... 
William Benning Pritchard 
Herbert Gibson... ve 
James Samuel Beale 
Sir John Hollams .., ne 
( William Charles Blandy ... _... 
(President of the Berks, Bucks, 
and Oxfordshire Incorporated 
Law Society 
Harold Coster land... ‘ai 
(Secretary of the Berks, Bucks, 
and Oxfordshire Incorporated 
Law Society) 
Thomas } ove 
| | Charles Henry Mortun 


tow ... 


165, Friar-street, Reading. 





8, Albion-place, Leéds. 
5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 
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Name of Candidate. 


| Aadresa. 


Names of Nomina‘ors, 





Alfred Henry Coley... 


“Frank Dawes... 


Robert William Dibdin ... soe 


Walter Dowson 


John Joseph Faulkner, LL.D. 


Frank Brinsley Harper 


(of the firm of Messrs. Lumley & & 


Lumley) 


*Thomas Marshall 


Ernest Fitzjohn Oldham ... ove 


William Worship Paine 


“Sir Albert Kaye Rollit, D.O.L. 
LL.D. 


Richard Stephens Taylor ... 


“Arthur Wightman ... 


James Samuel Beale (as President) | 


, 


William Howard Winterbotham (as 


Vice-President) 


John Stephens Chappelow... 
Ewart D’ Aguilar Ewart Jukes 
Henry Seely ... 


3 63, Temple-row, Birmingham 


| 50, Old Broad-street, E.C. 


23, Red Lion-square, W.C. 


19, Surrey-street, W.C.... 


Northampton 


15, Old Jewry-chambers, E.C. 


8, Albion-place, Leeds 


51, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. ... 


14, St. Helen’s-place, E.C. 


3, Mincing-lane, E.0. 


4, Field-court, Gray’s Inn, W.O.... 


Sheffield éu0 





28, Great seaman iat, 
minster, London, 8 


London, Ww.c. 





{ Thomas Marshall .., eee 
Charles Henry Morton 

Joseph Addison oe 

Sir Crisp 

William Maples... 
Thomas Marshall ... 
Charles Henry Morton _... 
William Benning Pritchard 
Robert Chancellor Nesbitt 
James Samuel Beale ee 
Sir John Hollams ... ees ‘ 
Thomas Marshall ... we she 
Charies Henry Morton ... : 
William Benning Pritchard 
Henry Fuller Acland-Hood an 
Charles Goddard ... ~ 
James Samuel Beale ran ev 
\Sir John Hollams ... sew 
{ Thomas Marshall ... eve 


re 


Charles Henry Morton ... one 

( Edwin eld, LL.D. . ios 

Sir Homewood Crawford .. jos 

Sir William John Crump ... seo eee 

Henry Josiah Humm . 

+ William Joynson- Hicks, M.P. 

Robert Pearce, M P. 

George James ‘Graham Lewis 

\Sir John Watney ... 

, Robert Pybus 

Charles Henry Morton ... 

William Slater Boddington 
(President Manchester Incorpor- 
ated Law Association) 

Elkanah Hewitt... oe 
(Vice-President Manchester In- 

| corporated Law Association) 

Thomas Marshall ... a eee 

( Charles Henry Morton 

} William Benning Pritchard 

) Robert Chancellor Nesbitt 
James Samuel Beale ove 
Sir John Hollams .., sve 
Thomas Marshall ... 
Charles Henry Morton .... 
William Benning Pritchard 
Herbert Gibson... ove 
James Samuel Beale eee 
Sir John Hollams ... ose 
Joseph Addison , ose 

{ Phillip Witham _... ove a 

(Thomas Marshall . eee tee 

Charles Henry Morton aa 

William Benning Pritchard 

Charles Goddard ... 

Henry Fuller Acland-Hood 

James Samuel Beale 

| Sir John Hollams ... 





(Alfred Ernest Maxfield... 
(Vice-President Sheffleld Dis- 
trict ge Law ies 

Edward Bramley ... 
(Secretary Sheffield "District 
Incorporatad Law Society) 

1 Thomas Marshall ... 

poe tary Associated Provincial 
w Societies) 


Charles Henry Morton ... 
(Secretary Associated Provincial 
L Yaw Societies) 





Samuel Bircham ... 

Edward Horsman Bailey ... am 
Walter Trower... eve es 
Sir Frank Crisp... ans 


List oF Quatirizp Pzrsons Proposep as Avupirors oF THE Socrery, 


10, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.0. 
5, Gray’s-inn-square, W.O. 
7, South-square, Gray’s Inn, W.C. 


{5 w. Hy. Gardiner oe oe 
Joseph W, Asprey .. eee eos 
wo |f Alfred H. , Aral, D. C.L. ae 
J. ©, Jackson ei “s eo 
A. E. Scorer pie eos ore 


* The Candidates marked with an asterisk are retiring Members of the Council, who, being eligible, have been nominated for re-election. 


"| 5 Gook-attest, Liverpool 

5 -street, Liverpoo! dey 

"| 2} Bond-court, London, E.O. 

| 04, morton-avenue, E.O. 

6, F ick’s-place, Old. Jewry, E.0, 


Address. 
om 
ie 


.. 8, Albion-place, Leeds. 


5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 
9, Gracechurch-street, London, E.O. 


TA 7, Devonshire-square, London, E.C. 
| 28, Great George-street, 8.W. 
. 31, Mincing-lane. London, E.O. 


8, Albion-place, Leeds. 
5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 


.. | 9, Gracechurch-street, London, E.C. 
. | 20, a ae W.o, 
3, South-square, Gray’s Inn, W.O. 

. | 28, Great 


-street, S.W. 


31, Mincing-lane London, E.C, 


a 8, ‘Albion-place, Leeds. 


5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 
31, Old Jewry, London. 
The Guil 

17, Leadenhali-street, E.O, 


. | 6, Old Jewry, London, E.C. * 


| 18, Old Jewry-chambers, E.C. 
116, Fore-street, E.O. 


a8 Ely -place, E.C. 
... | Reigate. 


Newcastle- upon-Tyne. 


"| 5, Cook-street, Liverpool, 
... | Manchester. 


Manchester 


8, Albion-place, Leeds. 
5, Cook-street, Li 1. 


ay 9, Gracechurch-street, London, E.C. 
ma 1, Devonshire-square, London, E.C. 


28, Great -street, London,8.W. 


yes 31, Mincing-lane, London, E.O. 


5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 


ne 9, G Gracechurch -street, London, E.O, 
‘ 8, Great St. Helens, London, E.C, 


28, Great George-street, 8.W. 


... | 81, Mineing-lane, London, E.0. 


2, "Bond-court, E. 'o. 


st L, Gra ‘s-inn-square, W.O. 


8, Al -place, Leeds. 


” | 5, Ocok-street, Liverpool. 

... | 9, Gracechurch-street, London, E.C. 
. | 3, South-square, Gray’s Inn, W.0. 
wit 20, Craven-st., Charing Cross, W.C, 

... | 28, Great George-street, 8. W. 
: 31, Mincing-lane, London, E.C. 


Cairns Chambers, Sheffield. 
6, Paradise-square, Sheffield. 
8, Albion-place, Leeds. 


5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 





List oF Quatirrep Mempers Proroszp as Presrpent AND Vice-Paestpent. 
West- | 
a New - court, Linvoin’s Ina, | 


| 46, Parliament-street, London, 8. W. 

5, ‘Berners-street, London, W. 

"| New-square, Lincoln’s Inn, W.C. 
{1% Throgmorton-avenue, E.O. 





8, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.C. 
5, Lincoln’ 


oe Landon, W.0. 
eo ‘s Inn, W.O. 
Olemantie-inn, W.0. 
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ATTENDANCES OF Memners or Covuncit. 


Total attendances on the Council and committees from the 31st of May, 
1907, to the 29th of May, 1908 (Discipline Committee not included) :— 


Nawe. Council, Committees, | Name, Council, Comim'ttees. 

Mr. Attlee — 53 | Mr. Morrell 10 3 
», Barker oe 36 116 » Pennington... 34 47 
»» Beale ois ae 93 », Rawle as ae 88 
»» Bischoff ... 30 14 | Ste Albert Rollit 2 12 
» Blyth ae ET 45 | Mr.Samson ... 32 34 
», Bristow a 24 »» Sharpe se 1 43 
», Budd . 26 10 | », Stone . — _ 
+» Dawes Ne — |. ,, Taylor 7 14 
» Ellett sco 96 27 | y, Trower ts. SS 74 
» Fladgate ... 7 _ | ,, Turner noo ae 

»» Foster de <8 3 »» Walters ... 29 6 
Viscount Fowler 8 — » Wightman... 5 — 
Mr. Fraser oes 2 6 10 », Winterbotham 30 45 
» Garrett ... 30 ll | ,, Witham ., 22 ~~ 
» Gillett  ... 35 56 

», Godden sv 80 36 | Extraordinary Members 

Sir John Gray Hill 15 4 of the Council— 
Mr.Gribble ... 9% 17 Mr. Burgess 6 — 
» Hills ive: BI 9 », Cullimore 5 1 
Sir John Hollams 37 19 | 4 Eggar 19 16 
Mr. Humfrys 11 3 | ,, Longmore 26 15 
», Johnson 36 56 | ,, Morton 17 5 
» King” ant ae 46 | ,, Norton 12 4 
ae ae 4 3 | 4, Peake 15 5 
»» Manisty 32 a | 4, Pinsent 1 _ 
», Margetts 12 3 | 4, Pointon 3 _ 
»» Marshall 2 -- | 4, Pybus 9 6 
»» Milne le. S — | y, Sturge 10 1 





Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 
ANNIVERSARY FESTIVAL, 

The fiftieth anniversary festival of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Associa- 
tion was held on Thursday, the 18th inst., at the Whitehall Rooms, 
Hotel Metropole, Sir JoHN HoiwaMs taking the chair, Among the 
guests were the Lord Chancellor, the Master of the Rolls, Sir alfred 
Wills, Sir Geo. Lewis, Sir T. Skewes-Cox, the Hon, Charles Russell, 
Mr. J. W. Hills, M.P., Mr. H. Staveley-Hill, M.P., Mr, T. J. Dyson 
(chairman of the board), Mr, Richard Pennington, J.P., Mr. ‘hos. 
Rawle, Mr. J. W. Budd, Mr. W. Trower, Mr. J. Addison, Mr. R. 
Ellett, Mr. Samuel Harris, Mr. A. Wightman, J.P., Mr. E. Bramley, 
Mr. Bourchier F. Hawksley, Mr. Septimus Castle, Mr. J. F. Burton, 
Mr. F..W. Hollams, Mr. W. A. Peck, Mr. W. Barrow, Mr. C. J. 
Blagg, Mr. W. Cheeseman, Mr. J. T. Beattie, Mr. H. R. Lewis, Mr. G. 
Masefield, Mr. W. Ernest Hollams, Mr. E. B. Hawksley, Mr. F. W. 
Blunt, Mr. L. Goldberg, Mr. J. Wigley, Mr. A. F. W. Stephens, Mr. 
R. J. A. Lumby, Mr. W. H. Gray, Mr. J. J. Booth, Mr. A. Devonport, 
Mr. H. C..Beddoe, Mr. Thos, Dixon, Mr. W. G. King, Mr. T. C. 
Fenwick, Mr. J. A. Dawes, Mr. C. Goddard, Mr. R. 8. Taylor, Mr. 
H. J. Johnson, Mr. G. W. Edmonds, Mr. Jas. Turner, Mr. J. F. Milne, 
Mr. C. G. May, Mr. Arnold Trinder, Mr. J. Hollams, jun., Mr. E. F. 
Turner, Mr. Wm. Dawson, Mr. W. E. Gillett, Mr. H, Martin, Mr. A. 
Trotter, Mr. J. B. Winterbotham, Mr. R. A. Pinsent, Mr. W. Dowson, 
Mr. E. H. Hoare, Mr. Wm, Lovell, Mr. C. F. Lovell, Mr. A, H. Black- 
man, Mr. R. H. Purves, Mr. F, L. Sutton; and Mr. J. T. Scott 
(secretary). 

The loyal toasts having been given from the chair and duly honoured, 

The CHAIRMAN proposed the toast of “ The Bench and the Bar.” He 
said that solicitors, who were competent judges, were always glad of 
the opportunity of shewing their appreciation of the independence, the 
care, and the impartiality with which the judges discharged their 
arduous and important duties. It was, perhaps, somewhat remarkable 
that the judges should be popular with the solicitors, because it fol- 
lowed in the ordinary nature of things that in every case the judge 
must decide against some one of them. When the judge did so, he (the 
Chairman) feared the solicitors sometimes murmured something which 
it would not be prudent to utter audibly in court, but when calmer 
moments came it occurred to them that it was just possible that their 
client might have been in the wrong and the learned judge right. He 
had the greatest possible pleasure in asking them to allow him to 
couple with the toast the name of the Lord Chancellor, who had so 
kindly honoured them with his presence. The career of the Lord 
Chancellor was indeed an ideal one. His career at the bar would ever 
be rementbered as that of an eminent and zealous advocate and a fair 
opponent. There had never been an advocate who could more truly say 
in the language of the Psalmist of old, “I hate every falee way.” The 
Lord Chancellor, having obtained all possible distinctions at the bar, 
now worthily filled the highest of all judicial appointments. He had it 
from very high authority that when it was first known that the Lord 
Chancellor was about to preside in the House of Lords, some noble 
lord who on certain points did not take exactly the same view as. the 
Lord Chancellor feared that the harmony of that august assembly might 
be disturbed ; but the Lord Chancellor, by his dignity and courtesy, at 
once removed any such apprehension, and won the hearts of noble lords 
on each side of the House, as well as those of the Bench of Bishops. 
The Chancellorship of the Lord Chancellor would always be historical, 


especially by reason of his having, to the great gratification of his 
many friends, added to the ceremonies ordinarily attached to his high 
office the ceremony of marriage. It was not necessary for him to say 
anything with reterence to the bar, but all solicitors who had been 
long in practice had from time to time been in a state of despondency 
because an eminent member of the bar had been removed by promotion 
or from some other cause. But that state of despondency had been very 
shortly removed; the gap had been immediately filled. The vitality of 
the bar was indeed most remarkable. An eminent man goes to-day, 
he is succeeded by another, and the only question is, Which of the two 
is the more eminent? Solicitors depended very much upon the bar. 
They looked to the bar to fight their battles for them, and to get 
them out of their troubles. They were only troubled when an advocate, 
however eminent, found it impossible to overcome the difficulty of being 
in two different places at the same time. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR returned thanks for the bench. He said that 
the Chairman had been pleased to refer to his work at the bar. 
Naturally he looked back upon that with very great pleasure, and he 
was not at all sure that it was not a more natural and more genial 
occupation than that of his present office. There he had had the 
privilege, which he had enjoyed for many years, of the friendship of 
Sir John Hollams, and in connection with the fact that this was the 
fiftieth anniversary of the society, he might recall to mind that on the 
occasion of their twenty-fifth anniversary he had attended this festival 
as the guest of Sir John Hollams, just after he had taken silk, which 
was in the year 1882. 

Mr. H. Sravevey-Hirt, M.P., returned thanks for the bar. 

The CHAIRMAN proposed the toast, “The Solicitors’ Benevolent Asso- 
ciation, and may prosperity continue to attend it.” He said that the 
position of the chairman on an occasion like the present was somewhat 
paradoxical. His task in one aspect was difficult; in another it was 
easy. It was difficult because few could hope to say anything in favour 
of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association and of the duty of supporting 
it which had not been already said by previous occupants of the chair. 
On the other hand, the position met A be said to be easy because the 
toast needed no advocacy ; the circumstance of the guests being present 
shewed that they appreciated the claims of the association. But he 
might be permitted to remind them that this was no ordinary occasion ; 
it was the jubilee of the association, and it called for special effort to 
strengthen the association, and to enable it more adequately to meet the 
claims which came upon it. The association had done a vast amount 
of good. It had distributed amongst necessitous solicitors and those 
dependent upon them no iess than £140,000; yet, satisfactory as that 
sounded, the relief in many cases had been lamentably small. On these 
occasions he thought they were too apt to plume themselves on what 
had been done rather than to indulge in regret that more had not 
been done. He ventured to say that more should have been done. He 
was not suggesting that anyone was responsible for that, but if the 
whole of the profession could be impressed with the sadness of the 
cases that arose, and with the claims of the aseociation upon the general 
members of the profession, he felt sure that more would have been 
done. In these days almost every post brought appeals for aid for 
objects which were all more or less deserving of their support, and they 
regretted that they could not respond to many of them in the way they 
would wish. But these appeals stood in a different category; they had 
no special claims upon them, and they, as solicitors, had no special 
duty towards them. But he ventured to say that this association had 
a special claim upon them, and that they had a special duty towards 
it. It was not a pleasant reflection, but it was obvious, that the 
successful members of any profession unfailingly contributed to the non- 
success of other members of the same profession. It must be so. The 
aggregate emoluments of any profession were practically limited, but, 
as they all knew, they were not equally shared, and it was often 
extremely difficult to understand the inequality of the division. Certain 
it was that it was not always attributable to any failing of power or 
want of ability or want of industry on the part of those who were 
unsuccessful. He was only entitled to speak on behalf of one of the 
members of the profession, but, speaking for him, he emphatically said 
that he knew no reason why many men who had not been successful had 
not had as great a measure of success as he had had. But the cases 
which arose were most painful, and they varied very much in circum- 
stances. Sometimes it had been that there had been no opportunity 
for success, but the cases were sometimes very painful with which the 
directors of the aesociation had to deal. Probably human happiness was 
never experienced in a greater degree than when a young man of ability 
was rapidly rising in hie profession, his progress watched over by @ 
young wife who was exulting in his success. Let them picture to them- 
selves that man suddenly stricken down ‘by disease or cut off by death. 
All hopes were wrecked, and there had been no time to make a pro- 
vision for those dependent upon him. They were brought to a state 
of penurv, and might want all the necessaries of life. Surely such cases 
cried out for commiseration and for help. There was reason to fear 
that in the vast number of cases the professional income of eolicitors was 
very small. It was often rather a struggle for existence. There was 
no opportunity to make a provision for the future. Disaster came in 
one shape or another. Disease came. incapacity from various causes 
came, old age and weakness came, death certainly came, and what 
happened? Too freouently it was the case that a lamentable state of 
things followed, and claims were made wpon the association. It was 
the painful duty of the directors, aided as they were by the indefatigable 





| assistance of their secretary, Mr. Scott, to examine those claims, and it 
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was with deep regret that they recognized that the funds at their disposal 

did not enable them to relieve cases of distress on the part of necessi- 

tous solicitors and those depending upon them to the extent they would 

desire. Surely such an. institution was worthy of support. Surely it 
was their duty to support it. And they might not only support it by 
their liberal donations, but they might render it immense assistance 
if they would individually endeavour to lessén the lamentably great 
number of members of the profession who were not members of tiie asso- 
ciation. It was difficult to believe that for the sake of one guinea a 
year they refrained from becoming members, if they were really 
impressed with the objects and the importance of the association. They 
were all of them inundated with circulars and begging letters which 
defeated their very object by their number, and they went into the 
waste paper basket unread. But what was of importance was the indi- 
vidual appeal which was irresistible, and which must be irresistible, 
to those who could well afford to be members of the association, and the 
greatest benefit might be brought about for the association by securing 
for it, what was of immense value, a permanent income in the shape ot 
annual subscriptions, rather than relying~too much upon casual dona- 
tions. And it should be borne in mind that the self-interest of the 
younger members of the profession might be adduced as an argument 
for becoming members of the association, because, although it was 
unpleasant for any young man to contemplate the possibility of ever 
having to seek the aid of such an association, yet, unfortunately, few 
could be bold enough to say that the day of trouble might not come. 

With all the earnestness of which he was capable he urged them, as it 

was their duty, to support the association, 

Mr, J. T. Scorr (secretary) announced donations and subscriptions 
amounting to a total of upwards of £3,770, among which were the fol- 
lowing:—The Chairman, £1,000; anonymous donation from a Liver- 
pool solicitor, £500; India 3 per cent. stock, transferred by the Glouces- 
tershire and Wiltshire Incorporated Law Society, being the amount of 
the “Ellett Benevolent Fund” of the society, £100 15s.; Sir Geo. 
Lewis, £100; Mr. John Tryon, £52 10s.; Mr. J. S. Beale (vice-presi- 
dent of the Law Society), £52 10s.; Mr. J. Y. Paterson, £50; Me A. 
Wightman, J.P. (Sheffield), £50; Mr. C. J. Dibb (Bowdon, Cheshire), 
£50; Mr. J. F. N. Lawrence, £31 10s.; Mr. W. W. Paine, £26 5s. ; 
Mr. R. 8. Taylor, £21; Mr. Henry Attlee, £26 10s.; Kent Law Society, 
£25; Sir Frank Crispe, J.P., £25; Mr. Joseph Addison, £21; Mr. 
Hy. J. Johnson, £21; Mr. R. W. Cooper (Newcastle-on-Tyne), £21 ; 
the London Solicitors’ Golfing Society, £21; Mr. J. W. Budd, £21; 
Meesrs. Bristows, Cooke, & Carpmael, £21; Messrs. Paines, Blyth 
& Huxtable, £21; and Mr. W. Melmoth Walters, £20. 

The MasTER oF THE ROLLS proposed the toast, “The Law Society 
and the Provincial Law Societies of England and Wales.” He said that 
it occurred to him that solicitors throughout the country were a scat- 
tered and isolated ‘body of men in a sense in which that remark could 
not be applied to the other branch of the profession. At the bar every 
man must be a member of one of the four ancient legal corporations, 
but the solicitor had not that great advantage, and he thought that 
any society that tended to unite the members of a great profession for 
any objects and any purposes deserved their sympathy and support. 
It was easy to mention, not exhaustively, bat by way of example, some 
of the objects for which solicitors would naturally and properly unite. 
Let him first mention that which he did not hesitate to say was a 
very important object, that which he might call the trade union object. 
He thought that trade unions played a great part in this country, and 
they ought to play a great part, and did play a great part, in the legal 
profession; but that, after all, was only one of the objects of the Law 
Society. Another object was that of education for the legal profession, 
and that was an object which was very dear to the heart of the law 
eocieties whom he associated in this toast, an object which they had 
done very much to promote throughout the length and breadth of the 
land. But far before and far above those two objects the desire of the 
society was to maintain, and if possible raise, the standard of honour 
and of fair dealing in the profession. And he did not believe that any 
profession could really maintain and advance the honour of its members 
unless they were united together in more or less close bonds, so that 
the better known and more influential and high-minded members might 
exercise an influence upon other members who might otherwise fall into 
bad waye. The toast associated the Law Society and the provincial law 
societies of England and Wales. In his official position he was brought 
very closely and very constantly in touch with the Law Society, and 
he saw no signs of the legal profession dying out. The number of 
certificates which were sent to him by the Law Society for his signature 
were almost beyond calculation, and he only hoped that some very 
small fraction of those aspirants whose certificates he had signed within 
the present year might ever live to be recipients of the benefits of the 
association. But the Law Society not only did great work with refer- 
ence to the education and the examination of solicitors; it did an 
immense work in keeping up the honour of the profession. With regard 
to the provincial law secieties, he was satisfied from all that he had seen 
that they did not fall behind the Law Society in their desire to 
promote the education of students for the law, and in keeping up that 
standard which the London society had done so much to sustain. 

Mr. Ricwarp Penninoton, J.P., respondéd for the Law Society. He 
said that the public generally were under the impression that the society 
was a sort of trade union, which existed. only for the benefit of its 
members and nobody else. He took exception altogether to that view. 
He asserted that they did good service to the extent of their ability, 


society and the members of the profession, but to the general pubiic. 
Amongst other of their multifarious: duties, they promoted to the 
best of their ability useful legislation, but it was one thing to eer 
useful legislation, it was another to pass a Bill into law. They had had 
some experience of that, and in the presence of the Lord Chancellor 
and other distinguished gentlemen he ventured to make one obseryation 
on that subject. For years the society had been endeavouring to pass 
certain Bills into law about which he believed there was no difference 
of opinion whatever, either amongst members of the profession or else- 
where. More than once had these Bills passed the House of Lorde, but 
when they came to the House of Commons there they stuck, and through 
the House of Commons they could not be got. Now, there must 

something radically wrong in the methods of the House of Commons 
that such should be the case. Of course, he quite agreed that where 
anything was contentious it was very natural that it should be very 
difficult to pass a Bill. But where there was no contention, where the 
Bill. was a useful measure, why should there not be some method of 
getting it through the Commons? It was often said of the society that 
they did nothing for the profession, but he had never heard those who 
made that no suggest what the society should do for the profession, 
The society did endeavour ba waa to the best of their ability the 
interests of the profession. éy did endeavour to suppress those 
gentlemen who did not belong to the profession, but who tried to do 
the business of the profeesion, much, in many cases, to the disadvantage 
of the profession and also of the public. Then they did much for the 
education of those who were coming into the profession. They had a 
legal education section, presided over by gentlemen of great distinction 
and ability. They had their Examination Committee, and they.-had 
another committee with regard to which he wanted to remove what he 
thought to be a misconception as to ite fanctions—the Discipline Com- 
mittee. That dread tribunal, before which any solicitor was liable to 
be brought on the charge of having been guilty of professional miscon- 
duct, was not a committee of the society. The society had nothing to 
do with it; it was a committee appointed by the Master of the Rolls, 
entirely independently of the society, and he asserted that that com- 
mittee performed its duty to the advantage of the profession, and he 
trusted to the satisfaction of the judges before whom its reports came. 

Mr. WatTer Barrow (president of the Birmingham Incorporated Law 
Society) returned thanks on behalf of the provincial law societies. He 
reminded those present that the annual provincial meeting of the Law 
Society was to be held in October at Birmingham, and spoke of the 
efforts which were being made in that town in connection therewith to 
increase the funds of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. _ 

Mr. J. T. Dysow (Hudderefield, chairman of the Board of Directors) 
gave the health of “The Chairman,” referring to the fact. that he had 
occupied the chair on the occasion of-the annual festival twenty-three 
years since, when he had given a similar donation to that which had 
just. been announced. It occurred to him whether something might not 
be done with the view of endeavouring to secure their articled clerks as 
future members of the association. He thought they might congratulate 
themselves upon this having been a record year for the association. 

A selection of music was given under the direction of Mr, Thomas 
Lawler by Miss Florence Macnaughton, Miss Violet Williams, Mr. 
Bernard Turner, and Mr. Thomas Lawler, Mise Blanche Walker acting 


as accompanist, 





Society of Comparative Legislation. 


The annual meeting of the Society of Comparative Legislation will be 
held on Tuesday, the 30th of June, at five o’clock, in the hall of the Law 
Society, when an address will be given by Sir Courtenay Ibert, K.C.8.T., 
on ‘* The Work and Prospects of the Society.”” The ‘chair will be taken 
by the Right Hon. The Earl of , K.G., the président of the 
society. All persons interested are invited to attend. 

Epwarp Manson, Hon. Secretary. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


The Home Secretary has appointed Sir Caarntes W. MatiHews to be 
Director of Public Prosecutions, and Mr, Guy STEPHENSON, one of the 
Assistant Solicitors to the ‘Treasury, to be Assistant Director of 
Public Prosecutions, in pursuance of the Prosecution of Uffences Act, 
1908. 


The Earl of Desart, who has since 1894 held the office of Director 
of Public Prosecutions in conieneies with that of . Solicitor, 
ant whe is also the King’s » will continue to hold the two 
atter ces, 


Sir Puitie Frepertck Rost, who bias acted for a great number of 
years as | adviser to the London, ton, 

Company, has resigned that position on his retirement from the p:aectice 
of his profession, and the rs have elected him to the seat on the 
board rendered vacant by the death of Mr. William Milburn. Mr. 
Putte Vivtan Ross, who has hitherto acted as assistant solicitor, has 





which he granted was not very great, not only to the members of the 





| been appointed solicitor to the company. 
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Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 
JAMES Yates, Harry Yates, and CuristopHerR WILLIAM Eastwoop, 
solicitors (Yates, Son, & Eastwood), Blackburn. May 31. 
[Gazette, June 23. 





General. 


On the 18th inst. the Royal Assent was given to the Prosecution of 
Offences (Amendment) Bill and twenty-eight private Bills. 

A Divisional Court, consisting of Mr, Justice Channell and Mr. 
Justice Sutton, will sit on Monday next and during that week, when 
cases in the Civil Paper will be taken. 

The Lord Chancellor will be the chief guest at the annual dinner of 
the Hardwicke Society on Friday, the third of July, at the Hotel Cecil. 
Lhe Earl of Halsbury will propose the toast of the Chancellor, and 
Lord Robertson that of the Hardwicke Society. 


The annual dinner of the Central Criminal Court Bar mess took place 
at the Trocadero Restaurant, Piccadilly, on the evening of the 18th 
inst., when Mr, R. D. Muir presided. Among the guests present were 
the Earl of Desart, Mr. Justice Darling, Mr. Justice Jelf, the Recorder 
(Sir Forrest Fulton, K.C.), the Common Serjeant (Sir Albert Bosanquet, 
K.C.), Judge Lumley Smith, K.C., and Judge Rentoul, K.C. 

Mr. Thomas Henry Baylis, K.C., who is the oldest King’s Counsel, 
celebrated on Monday his ninety-tirst birthday, having been born on 
June 22, 1817. He was Judge of the Passage Court, Liverpool, from 
1876 until October, 1903, when he resigned the appointment. He 
entered as a student at the Inner lemple m June, 1854, just seventy- 
four years ago. The learned gentleman continues to enjoy very good 
health. He was created a Queen’s Counsel in June, 1875. © 

His Honour Judge Bray, of the Birmingham County Court, was 
among the witnesses examined at the sitting of the Select Committee 
on Debtors’ Imprisonment on the 17thinst., Mr, Pikersgill in the chair. 
His Honour said that the committal order was injurious to the working 
classes, inasmuch as it enabled them to obtain practically unlimited 
credit. The result was that they purchased what they did not really want 
and paid for what they did want prices enormously above the cash value. 
If the committal order were abolished, the working man would not get 
any credit at all, and this would bea very good thing for him. He 
was prepared to abolish imprisonment for debt as regarded the working 
classes, but the people who could afford to pay and did not pay ought 
to be made to suffer. = 


In the House of Commons, on the 22nd inst., Mr. Alden asked the 
First Commissioner of Works if he could state whether it was intended 
to erect additional Courts on the open space te the west of the Law 
Courts, facing St. Clement Danes Church, Strand; whether he was 
aware that the destruction of this open space would mean a loss to 
central London ; and, if so, whether he would consider the possibility 
of finding some other site near by which would meet the needs of the 
case. Mr. Harcourt: The answer to the first paragraph is in the 
affirmative. I regret that I am unable to adopt the suggestion of my 
hon. friend that another site should be found near by. When the 
Law Courts were originally designed it was always contemplated that 
any extension of them would be erected on this ground, and I see no 
reason to depart from that decision. I may remind my hon. friend that 
the matter was fully discussed when the Estimates were before the 
House in April last, and that the Committee concurred without a 
division in the decision of the Government. 


At Exeter, on the 22nd inst., before Mr. ,Justice Phillimore, Henry 
Square, a eolicitor, pleaded “Guilty” to a number of charges for 
fraudulently converting to his own use various sums of money from 
various clients, amounting to £4,000. There was also a second indict- 
ment charging him with obtaining various large sums of moneys by 
false pretences, to certain counts of which he pleaded “ Guilty,” which 
plea was accepted. Mr. Raymond Asquith prosecuted: Mr. Hawke 
defended. The prisoner practised at Paignton, and had as his clients 
certain widows, and they, implicitly trusting him, executed all doeu- 
ments placed before them. For the defence it was urged that he had 
been in practice for twenty-eight years and had a father of ninety 
years of age, and that very little of the money had gone into his own 

ket. Mr. Justice Phillimore said that it was a very bad case, for 

had defrauded widows who were poor women. He must go to penal 
servitude for six years. On the second indictment he would pass a 
nominal sentence of one day’s imprisonment with hard labour, con- 
current with his first sentence. 


Mr. Taft, who has just been selected as the Republican candidate for 
the Presidency of the United States, springs, says the 7'imes, from an old 
New England family dating as far back as 1679, and is the son of a 
statesman and jurist of high repute—the late Alphonse Taft, who was 
Secretary of War in General Grant’s Cabinet and Attorney-General under 
Arthur about the time when his son, the future holder of the former 
office, was a student of Yale. Following his admission to the bar of 
the State of Ohio in 1880 at the age of twenty-three, Mr. Taft had 
some experience as a law reporter for Cincinnati newspapers, and 
subsequently entered the office of the prosecuting attorney of Hamilton 
County, where he became assistant solicitor. Between 1883 and 1887 








he practised law in Cincinnati, and in the latter year, before he was 
thirty, was elevated to the Bench as Judge of the Superior Court of 
Ohio, by Senator Foraker, then Governor of Ohio, whose political 
supremacy in that State was later to go down before the rising star of 
Mr. Taft, as recent events have shown. Recognising his brilliant legal 
qualities, President Harrison appointed him, in 1890, Solicitor-General 
ot the United States, in which capacity he exhibited the executive and 
legal qualifications which subsequently gained for him the political 
promotion that made him a national figure. One notable case in which 
he successfully figured while filling this office was the Behring Sea 
dispute between Great Britain and the United States, in which the 
British Government appeared before the Supreme Court as a suitor. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora or Reaistaans 1s ATTENDANCE ON 


Emererxcy Aprzat Count Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 


Date, Rora. No. 2. Jorxoz. Swivvew Eapy. 
Monday ........dune 29 Mr, Beal Mr. Church Mr.Greswell Mr. Theed 
socsoevoeserses 3¢ Synge Beal : Tindal 
Wednesday ...July 1 Greswell eed Goldschmidt Bloxam 
2 Synge Tindal King Church Leach 
Bloxam Syoge Farmer 
4 Tindal King Leach eed Borrer 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
: Warainatox. NEvILiz. Panxes. Evg, 
Monday .........June 29 Mr. Leach Mr, GoldschmidtMr, Borrer Mr, Bloxam 
Tuesday ......s00-0-++ 30 Farmer Church Greswell Leach 
Wednesday ...July 1 Borrer Synge Beal ; Farmer 
Thursday ......00008 2 Greswell Theed Goldschmidt § Borrer 
Friday ..... 3 Beal Tindal King Church Greswell 
Saturde 4 Goldschmidt Bloxam Synge Beal 











Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Faipay, June 19. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liurrep in CHANCERY. 

Corrwe Stzamsuie Co, Liwrrsp—Creditors are required, on or before July 18, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to W. Morgan 
Lewis, Ingledew & Sons, Cardiff, solors to liquidator , - 

Dick Russe.., Liurrep —Creditors are required, on or before July 18, to send in their 
names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or clams, to Henry Edwards, 1, 
Bank bldgs, Hastings, liquidator : : 

ENGLIsH AND Genera. Reversionany Co, Limrrep—OCreditors are required, on or before 
July 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Herbert Meaden Gowar, 428-9, Birkbeck Baak chmbra, High Holborn, liquidator 

Heppven ALLuviaL Minixe Co, Linrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 1, to 
send their names resses, and particulars of their debts and claims, to J. R. 
Phillips, 70 and 71, Bishopsgate st, liquidator : > 

INTERNATIONAL SecuRitizs ConporaTion, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented June 
15, directed to be heard on June 30. Osborn & Osborn, Coleman st, solurs for petner. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the after- 
noon of June 29 , t 

Lonpon Enterprise Syxpicate, Liurreo—Creditors are required, on or before July 31, to 
send in their names and adaresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Rodolph I, Marsden. Finsbury circus bldgs, 18, Eldon st, liquidator 

Manouester Meacaants Co, Linirzo—Creditors are required, on or before July 22. to 
send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Vivian 
Llewellyn Newton, 22, Booth st, Manchester. Mayo & Co, Drapers’ gdns, solors for 
liquidator ‘ 

a Damier Synpicars, Limitep—Petn for winding up, presented Jane 12, directed 
to be heard on June 30. Maddison & Co, Old Jewry, solors for petners. Notice cf 
appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 
June 29 

Riowat. Horper, Limirep (1x Liquipation) —Creditors are required, on or before June 30, 
to send particulars of their debts or claims, to John P, Splitt, 49, Queen st, Edinburzh, 
liquidator 

Sy LvasTan’s Hirpoprowes Syxpicate, Liattep—Petn for winding up, presented June 19, 
directed to be heard June 30. Sharpe & Co, New ct, Carey st, for Norris, Petere 
burough, solor for petner, Notice of appearing must reach Sharpe & Co not later thau 
6 o’clock on the afternoon of June 29 Y 

Watrer Broapuurst & Co, Limirep—Creditors are voguinel. on or before July 18, fo send 
in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Henry 
Edwards, 1, Bank bldgs, Hastings, liquidator 

W. H. Hivey & Co, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before 29ih July, to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to George Leather, 
Afiican House, Water st, Liverpool, liquidator _ : 

Worip’s Axtiseptic Ammonia, Linitep—Petn for winding up, presented June 16, directed 
to be heard June 30. Maxwell & Dampney, Bishopsgate st Within, solors for petner. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon 
of June 29 

Unumitzep 1s CHANCERY. 

Accrrsotow Corporation Stzam Tramways Co—Petn for winding up, presented June 12, 
directed to be heard June 30. & Bon, Accrington, solors for company. Notice 
of appearing must reach the above-named not later n 4 o’clock in the afternoon of 
June 29 

London Gasette.—Torspay, June 23. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luarep m Cnanozny. 


Beersavex Copper Mixes, Licitep—Creditors ome soguieel, on or before Aug 12, to send 

in their names and a with i = raf : debts or claims, to William Lewis 
le, Tuddenham Lodge, Honingham, Norwich, liq 

ent Vauiry Coat Syxpicate, Lintrep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 4, to 

names addresses, and the sulars of their debts or claims, to Mr R. 

st. Bartlett & Gregory, New sq, Lincola’s 
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Howarp & Co, Limrrzep—Petn for winding up, presented June 18, directed to be heard at 
the Court House, St Albans, July 20, at 12. Ppbinson & Stannard, Eastcheap, solors to 
petners. _— of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 2 o'clock in 
tne afternoon of July 18 

Junior, Liurrep—Oreditors are required, on or before July 27, to send their names and 
addre: — and the particulars of their debts or claims, to = Osborn, 6, Broad st pl, 
liquidator 

MANSFIELD Lisreat Crus Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before July 3, to 
send in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Hannam Austin, Mansfield, liquidator 

PEERLESS Busser Maxuractoaixe "Co, Limitep (1x ioe —Creditors are 
required, on or before Aug 7, to Sons their names addresses, and nody yo of 
their debts or claim:, to rd Cecil Moore, 3, Crosby sq. Robinson tt itannard, 
Eastcheap, solors for the lic aidator 

Saw Micve. Proprretany, Linirrep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 17, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
William Owen, 155, Dashwood House, 9, New Broad st. Allen & Co, Eastcheap, solors 
for the liquidator 

braLypeiper Unity Peamanent £5 Mowry Crus, Liurren—Petn for winding up, pre- 
sented June 1, directed to be heard at Ashton under om on July 2, at 10.30, Ives, 
Stalybridge, solor for petner. Notice of a pemaies must reach the above-named not 
later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of J 

‘Tuomas Matrurews & Soy, Liuitep— Creditors are uired, on or before July 23, to 
send their names and addresses, and the gone their debts or claims, to Harry 
Meredith, Prudential bldgs, Corporation st, Birmingham sliquidator 








The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week. 


June 29.—Messrs. Baranr & Son, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold and Leasehold Residences 

ae PD. iii., June 20). 
29,—Messrs, Bropie, Times, & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Residential or 
Building vEotate (see advertisement, p. iii., June 20). 

June 29.—Messrs. Grant, Tayior, & ATKINSON, at the Mart, at 1: Freehold Residential 
Property (see advertisement, p. V., May 30). 

June 30.—Mesars. Depennam, Tewsox, & Co. ., at the Mart, at 2: Leasehold Stabling 
Property, and Freehold and Leasehold Flats, tie. yn advertisements, p. ii., May 30), 
Freehold Modern Premises (see advertisement, ‘brok page, June 

June 20.—Mesars. Cuancetter & Sons, at the Mart, at 1: *reehold Residence (see 
advertisement, p. viii., May 30). 

July 2.—Messrs. H. E, Foster & Cranrievp, at the Mart, at 2: Reversions, Absolute 
Reversions, Absolute Interest (see advertisements, back page, this week). 

July 3.—Messrs. Davin Buryertt, Son, & BappEey, at the Mart: Freehold Building 
Land (see advertisement, back page, June 20). 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Crarm. 
London Gasette.—Tunspay, June 16. 
Avetix, Wittiam Jonataan, High Wycombe, Bucks, Timber Merchant July 16 Austin 
v Austin, Parker, J Rutland, Chancery In 
Baows, Josern, Morecambe, Lanes, ae July 18 Brown v Brown, Registrar, 
Liverpool District Mather. Live 
Water, Cuaries, Morecambe, Lanes, = wer July7 Waller v Waller and Another, 
Joyce, J Ruwson, Bradford, Yorks 
London Gazette.—Fnuipay, June 19, 
Puemas, Leoproup Potiarp, Briar walk, Putney, Bootmaker July 20 Carteighe and Fox 
v Thomas, Joyce, J Holme, Old Jewry ‘ . 
London Gasette.—Tuespay, June 23. 


Warreneap, Wittram, Salford, Lanes, Licensed Victualler July 24 Widdows and 
Others v Marsh and Others, Registrar, Manchester District Wilde, Manchester 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazete,—Torspay, June 9, 


Asusy, Rosert, Aldfield, Yorks July7 Edmundso. & Gowland, Bi 

Barwow, Manrcarer, Southport, Birkdale July6 Mawdsley & Hadfield, Southport 

Barrer, "Grouce, Elgin cres, Golland Park July4 Wanszy & Co, Moorgate st 

Bareway, Tuomas, St Mary Church, Devon July11 Webster & Wateon, Newton Abbot 

Bure, Hever Wii1am, Ladbroke grove, Notting Hill July 15 Hepworth & Co, South 
st, Finsbury 

Boataxp, F kepesick WiLuiAM, Roundhay, Barwick in Elmet, Yorks Junei9 Dunning 

‘0, Leeds 

Baavinctox, Joan Faux, Wardour st, Soho, Jeweller July8 Att-nborough, Piccadilly 

Baowne, Oswa.p AvouINLeck, Upper Wimpole st, Doctor Sept 1 Leefe & Leefe, 
Quality ct, Chancery In 

Canis, prey fae Pocklington, Yorks July 5 Powell, Pocklington 

Cuaak, Ricaarp Aupu 8, Torquay, June 30 Hooper & Wollen, T 

Orusssewours, Cuarctes James, Manchester sq, 3 + July 12 Gloss & Co, Blooms- 

Dic ~ueen, Rinanen, Ulverston, Lancs June 20 Kendall, Ulverston 

Duswinc, Georos, Ellesmere Port, Chester June 12 Wilson, Birkenhead 

Eow ARDS, Save. Newcast e under Lyme, Staffs July 7 T& E Slanev, Newcastle, Staffs 

Fis.p, Wiuiam Heney, Avenue rd, Highgate, Printer July 15 Willson & Norman, 
"Arundel st, Strand 

Firzroy, Ferpiwaxp, Torquay June 30 Lindop, Torquay 

Feayx, Axwa, Chorlton u Tt, Medlock, Manchester July to Les, = aed 

Harcuer, Jamus, Bedford, Licensed Victualler July 10 Langley 

TOHER, Ropert, Taunton, Linen Draper July 23 Channer & € Ghaoner, Taunton 

Hetyeanr, Taomas, Bridport, Engineer June18 Whetham 

Hixvsen, "Canouine Frances Macpacens, Yeovil July 5 hoon & Co, Yeo 

Housxissox, Pau Lawaenc ®, Belsize av, Hampstead July 4 Parker & x Hollebone, 
Southampton st, Bloomsbury 

Jorrs, Many Axy, Iimington, Warwick June 27 a dul Stratford on Avon 

Keesie, AL¥ReD Antox, Leeds, Veterinary Su 4 Clarke & Co, Leeds 

Kran, Aca Hassan, Teheran, Persia July 5 * fee ao 

Marx, James, Talbot Park, Bournemouth, Mas! po ah 12 Thott Stratford 

Mar.ks, Rosenr Caosaen. Grosvenor rd, yes Propristee of Live msed Lodging 
Houses July 14 White, John st, Bedford row 

Parsons, Mantua Mawnisorom, Lewes’ August 11 Vinall & Sons, Lewes 

Peauce, James, Pennington, Hante June 24 Heppeastall & Clark, Lymington, Hants 

Ruopzs, Tuomas, Healey, nr Rochdale a a] fackson & Co, Rochdale 

Rous, Faanx, Palmerston rd, Bowes Park July6 Turner & H 


Bray, Eowanp Francis MAxwea.t, Gt , At. st, Bedford row June "30 Ryan mw Co, Gt 
Neves Gauned, Penrith, Cumberland June 29 Little & Lamonby, Penrith 





Tayon, Sanaa Any, Darmaden, Suffolk 

Vincsyt, Col Sir Cuanitzs Epwasp Howaap, 
Warrens, Gt Russell st 

Wivson, Rev Jaues, Hove, Sussex July8 Morris, King William st 

Wiseman, Joux Evwarp, Brigh Essex June 30 Elwes & Co, Colchester 

Woop, Warrakes, Bury, Lancs July 17 Howarth & Son, Bury 


London Gasette,—Fauivay, June 12. 


Avpworrs, Mary, Frilford, Berks ef Nodder & Trethowan, a Trt.. 
ALEXANDER, Henna Manta, Ort ur Sevenoaks ethene Gosnell & 
vement 
Avanieen, Joseru, Amble, Northumberland, Rail ange Boots. J Alnwick 
Basos, Sceara, Woodford cum Membels, a onthamplon, Bel Builder July 24 Pellatt & Peilatt, 
jar’ y,0 

Coox, Groner, Elm, Wisbech, Cambri July 18 Miller & Co, Savile row 
Cooxr, Jossrn Frayer, Loftus, Yorks, Printer July 10 Hoggett, Loftus 

ware, See rd, Holloway, Woollen "Merchant July 10 Gepp & Bons, 


Gopparp, Groner, Brighton July 31 Lattey & Hart, Camomile st 

Gaeaves, Witt14m, Hurst, Coachman July ry H«&c Revding 

Hay, Cuastorrs, Drayton rd, rd, Leytonstone July8 Potter & Co, hoy Victoria st 

Hespen, Jouy, Sawiley, nr Rip Farmer Jul 5 Hutchinson, Ri: 

Hoorgr, ALBERT WILu1ax, itwood rd, , Builder July "Oo Young & Bons, 
ark In 

Jexxinsow, Nannie, Penrith, —— July A. Arnison & Co, Penrith 

Lawais, ALExanper, Nui Pome ge uly 31 Janson & Co, College hill 

Leacock, Jutta Marna, Earl’s Court July 6 Goddard & Co, 8t Michael’s 


Lis.x, Ciaup al Audlem, Chester July 1 Hawthorn, Market Drayton 
ge oe Marrma, Halifax July 1 Wilkinson, Halifax . Seah 
1Le8, Saran, Milli Highgate eee & 8 pm, church bldgs 
Orcuaat. Joux, Sutton, Jal: ee eo ina fields 
Posrox, Henay, Hockley, Eesex July 25 Keene & Oo. Booth Seethi 
Poutay, THomas AMBLER, Bootmaker July 15 - 
RENTON, Wiuiam Gorpoy, P relnad Wen ee 2 
Rosixson, Jous, Threlkeld, Cum! gs = June 
Roparrs, CHARLES Eewrsr, July 31 eww ick & fo 
Suxcewe.t, Evizasera, Shenin | aly wu Pellatt & Pella, y - -~8 
SuinGcueton, Atpert James, Kensiagton Blind Manufacturer July 11 Bird, 


Young st, K 
Surru, Sere, Bolton, et July 18 Dowling & Co, Bolton 
cnn, ae Jouw Witt1am, Bridlin » Seed Merchant July 6 Richardson & Co, Brid- 
ng’ 
Sroxnosn, ¥ Wit. Liscomss, Milford on Sea, Southampton July 15 Gill & Bush, 
Tarzan, Zoomed, Howards In, Putney, Meat Salesman July 21 Morley & Co, Old 
st 


Tucker, Rosert Cuarues, Norland sq, N a rag Jal Payne, B row 

Uprox, Baysamin Georosr, Raithby cum go te Farmer July 6 
Wilson & Co, Louth 

Viersoues, “uartes Francis Feapimanpo, coe: ‘tetas. Warwick July il Elani& 
Co, Trafalgar 


Waixwatour, Anruve Pency, Woburn House Hotel, Middlesex July 10 Whatley & Son, 
Ww reondantrn, Wee Hartlepool, Shipanith July 31 F & Webb, West Hartlepool 
ALLACE, JOSEPH, Pp wu cyer e 
Wars, Rev Rosrat Dusavtoy, Bay HR, July 15 AB Daniell & 
G H L Watson, Cowes, I of 
Whariaurson, Tuomas, York July 24 Shaftoe, York 
London Gasette.—Tunspay, June 16. 
Baxer, Henry, Blagdon, Somerset, ~- % July 20 Levy, Bristol 
Batowin, Joan Valney st, Mitcham rd , Tooting July 16 Bell & Co, Lavender hill, 
Cc Oar Galtears b the on, J cand Tul: & Preston, Middlesbrough 
LARK, Mary, Saltburn by 
Co.uige, Joszes, Radcliffe, Lancs, Joiner Say D 9 faba oe Radcliffe 
Crossy, Ev1zasetu, Stramongate, Kendal August1 Thomson & Wilson, Kendal 
Bavansems, ALBERT Epwagp, Sutton, 8t Helos, L Lanes, Brewer July 4 Brewis & Sons, 


Davey, Caanues, Richmond, p Commnbaien eet July 17 Burchell & Co, Victoria st 

Dick, Fanny Inauis, a to 12 ee Tide bee Burlington st 

Fvae, Aww Ameuia, Devonport Stonehouse, Plymouth 

Go.psaiTa, Rens tnewich ye Says” Aldous Ipewich 

Enaves-Sesgoe, Lionst, el a ig | Herts July 10 M & H Turner, 
iceadilly 

—— Revsex, Buena Vista, Mexico, Mechanical Engineer July 20 Thomas, 


Hupson, Joura Ann, Haywards Heath, Sussex June 30 Mills, ln 
Jackson, Louisa Magia ee July 10 Meadows & Co. St is on Bea 
Jott, Bory Buayertt, Eim Grove , Doctor July 17 Proctor, Ealing + weeps 4 
Joi, GeatTaupE Rose, Elm Grove * Ealing’ July 17 Proctor, Ealing Broadw 
Lawrance, Evcenoa, Reading July 31 Fi 
Mapp.eseck, Taomas, Kingston upon Hull July 1¢ Leak & Co, Hull 
MARsHALL, Hasaigr, Tolworth, Surbiton August 1 Wilkinson & Co, Ki on Thames 
Masow, Emma, Huddersfield July 13 Wilmshurst & Stones, Hudderefi 
Pixz, Burza Axx, uchamp rd, Lavender hill July 16 ballimore & Gon, Camberwell 

ew 
Pitkixetor, Jouw Anruur, Maghall, Lancs, July 21 Cornish, Liverpool 
Porras, Repecca, Cheltenham July 1 Leywood, Chel 
Suaw, Mary, Haverton hill, Durham July 13 A =~ — on Tees 
preess Cee eT ae Dates “ely ti y it Caley fe Reynolds, Slough 

APLIN, Sanam Any, 8 

Teray, WiLLiAmM Epwaap, Paglosclitl. = A Jaques & Sons, 
Tuomas, Jane Evizasern, Fi =, Durham “J ‘Middles' 
Tsompsox, Eowarp Vavenay, East a ee Aug “Deccherott & & Co, "s rd 
Tuory, Faeprrick, Addison Kensington “i ug 12 Frank & Co, Golden eq, Regent st 
—* Mary Axx, Boscombe, Southampton J iy 3 Turner & N 

Henry Gerones, Deptford, Fishmonger July 15 Avery & Wolverson, New 


a 
We spy, Atreep Hexay, V Vic‘ualler J 
West, Witaam Ratx, Lower pik — TF aig . a 2 sly 18 is ‘Brows & Brown, Deal 
Wixter, Wit.14m, Norwich, Painter 

Woon, ene EvizaseTe Axosi, Victoria rd, Kilbura Suly 108 10 Siaith, Ver Verulam bidgs, 


Gray's ian 
London Gasette.—Faivay, June 19. 


Agmrracs, Asioar Axx, Wakefield July 81 Plews, Wakefield 
Barnett, 8anan Hannas, Northampton, Postman. July 3i Pellatt & Pellatt, 


Oxon 
| oan ae af Shildon, pene Feanen June 30 vulbam” July 2 iy 20s gd, Birmingham 
ROOK E, ALFRED ILLIAM, tn 
ane b nape Poole a 16 ity 0. Dall. Weolet 
aipman, Mary x, ar Southampton 
Cunistie, James Dickxta, Toocbury at June pA Pu aE en 


July 13 Cobbold & Co, I 
Grosvenor oq, KOMG, CB, MP July 7 


Finsbury 


Fr Pant Tow 


Ga, Mess ook, DS July ot batches & Cousins, Pancras 
nh, Queen 

Wirrox, Wiiu1am, Lianfrynach, Brecon 81 Williams & Prichard, Cardiff 

HLLn0n Colonel Sir Sir Ricuagp Groner, Doulthean Hall, Lincs July 11 Tweed & Co, 


itergate, Lincoln 
Exos., Bry amix Rear ted Twrterd, Beste, Rod Merchant J 


E % John te tooo 1 Chester & 
oe Somes, Ripon, ¥: eoman a Jey St Hutehinwn, Riewe 


15 Kent, Reading 
row ‘ 
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Gator, ae en, Sylvan rd, Upper Norwood, MD July 18 Dommett & Bon, 

Garay, Ausrosz + rm Wextworrts, Great 8t Helens, Merchant July 1 Barber & Son, 
Swithin’s 

Harrogate, Wine Merchant July 18 Hirst & Capes, Harrogate 


Toynbee & 
Gwynn & Co, Bristol 


Graysox, Maxwatt, 
Hawpuegy, Evwaagp, Lincoln, = July 16 
a Epuunp, Gwiadys, Pentyrch,Glam Aug 1 
——= Epoas Grecory, Beteall 
in’s inn 
, Derby 


Heoson, tes July6 Hayes, Hanle 


y 
Hous, Joszrn, Chariton st, Totteaham ct rd July 23 Lithgow, Wimpole st 
Luoyp, Eowanp Haarou D, "Cheltenham June 30 Croesman & C 0, Thornbury, Glos 
Loszzr, Joux, Clifton, York, Timber Merchant July 25 Crombie & Sons, York 
ANNAH, Chideock, Dorset June 30 Whetham, Bridport 
Me von, Rota, Eckington, Derby Augi1 Laudiam, Sheffield 
Hirst & Sages, Harrogate 


Love, Sarau 


Moors, Jaurs, , Redcar, Yorks July 18 


Mousrorp, Wiuiax Tuomas, Bexhill July 21 Prance, Bexhil 


ae Joux Wour, Albert Hall mans, Knightsbridge July 15 Rubinstein & Co, Ray- 


bldgs, Gray’s inn 


E Epxuvuxp, Sutton cum Duckmanton,- Derby, Farmer July 31 Shipton & Co, 
Nicuoisox, Tuomas, Sharrow, Sheffield July 15 Simpson & Son, Sheffield 


eath, Birmingham, Painter July 30 


Davies, Davin, Cardigan A’ 


Daver-Lowg, 
& Co, Sackville st 
DvuGDALE, Euiza CaRo.ine, 
Parmiter, Lymm, 


, Lincoln 


Wheatley & Co, 


Gissox, 


He.tewe.r, Joux, Leeds. 


Lerrwica, ALFRED, 


Oaxuzy, Witt1am Taomuas, Highbury ter, Tie Manufacturer July 23 Dunkerton & Son, King W: 


row, Holborn 


Patuze, Lew wis, Green st, Grosvenor sq, Barristerat Law July20 R F&C L Smith, 


July 18 Hirst & Ca 
Simpson & Simpson, Manchester 
Arnould & 8on, New ct, Lincoln’s inn 
Da'e & Co, Cornhill 

Newcastle upon Tyne Aug8 Gibson & Co, Newcastle upon Tyne 
ohnson’s court, Fleet st, Engineer July 17 Malatees & Capel 


's inn fields 
Parkes, taternaty Starbeck, Boston Spa, Yorks 
Ross, Samvuzt, Ardwick, Manchester, Draper July 21 
Scott, Euriy, Winchendon rd, Fulham July 27 
Boorr, Jauns ~——— The Coal Exchange July it 
Suayxs, Puxse, 
Sauer, Wittiam Fay, J 
Peters, Birkbeck Bank chmbra, Holborn 
Surtu, Euua, Rbyl, Flint July 4 Gamlin, Rhyl 
Surrn, Joux 
Sweet-Estcort, Evita Ciara, Cheltenham July 31 


1LL1a4M, Bridlington, Se-d Merchant Jaly6 Richardson & Co, Bridlington 
Rickerby, Cheltenham 


pes, Harrogate 


Mokais, Eowaep, Blackpool, 
Newroy, James, Bolton, 


Osmoxp, Wii, N 


Taskers, Wiuiax, Upper st, Islington July 20 Brash & Co, Paternoster row Sou’ 


ford 
Towxs, E.izasetu, Edgbaston, Birmingham Aug 12 
Vicwers, Cuanies Bawest, Whiteball July 25 
Waone, Sirvaxvs, Bradford 
Water, Jaucs, ‘Moss Side, 
Wansnoo 
Wisort, 


Toxa.t, Coates Wiis0x, Claughton Firs, Oxton, Chester, Dairyman July1 Horner & 


Manche«ter 


h 
Weert Epwanp, Appley Bridge, nr Wigan, Brick Manufacturer Augl1 Mayhew 


& Co, Wigan 
Yarvuer, Jazz, Moteley, Worcester July 25 Cottrell & Son, Birmingham 
London Gasette,—Turspay, June 23. 


Avarzs, Sipwey Feaxx, Aldersgate st, Manufacturer Augi Dale, Finsbury circus 
th park avenue, Kentish Town, Builder July 31 Ward, Verulam 


bidgs, 
Baseatrr-Surrn, Axxiz, Westgate on Sea, Kent Aug5 Greenfield & Cracknell, Lancaster 
July 20 Taylor, Lincoln’s inn fields 


Gray's inn 


Baicxwewt, Sauver Jaues, Leckhampstead, Bucks 


Carzairt, Eaxest, Sussex mans, South Kensington, Architict Aug 1 


King st, Cheapside 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Tourspay, June 16. 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


Brags, Taonuas, Halifax, Fried Fish Dealer June 25 at 12 
County Court, Prescott st, Halifax | 

Botror, doauve, ” Otley, York, Bate Collector June 25 at 
3.45 District Council Offices, North parade, Otley 

Buss, Jous Tuomas, and Faep Exim, Wardsend, Sheffield 
Builders June 24 at 11.30 Off Heo, Figtree In, 


Sheffield 
Canres, Groncs Feeprsic«, East ay Norfolk, Baker | 
June 2] at 12,30 Off Rec, 8, Ki Norwich 
Cuaspuise, Gronct Rozeers, Ww 
ati1.30 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 
Croxes, Heaseer Hanuis, Lacock, Wilts, Coal Merchant 
Jane 24at 11.20 Off Rec, 2%, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Croox, Watree Caagtas Cusmerr, Trinity rd, Tulse Bill, 
Commercial Traveller Jane25a:12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


Carey st 

Coxpatt, Hazny, Leeds, Joiner June 24 at 1130 Off 
Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Dixxen, Davin, Boseombe, Bournemouth, Gramophone 
Dealer June 25 at 2 188, Old Christchurch rd, Bourne- 


“iationer June 25 


June 24 at 3.20 Off 
High Cou:t 


mouth 
Dowsixe, Caany.zs, Norwich, Clerk 
\, st, Norwich 
ae E Evoear, Bishopsgate av, Director 
June 25 at 1 re bldgs, Carey st 


Foster, Groror, Walsall, Insurance Agent June 25 at 12 
Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Gazesuaton, Jou Francis, L on Sea, Essex, Architect 
June 24 at 12 etre a Carey st 

Groumasx, Oscar, Piccadilly, —— Agent June 29 at 
2.20 Bankru bidgs, Carey 

Haz, Wirrian, field, Newby Jane 24 at 12 Off 


Sheffield 
Ts Hawwan, Gilvucester Gate, Regent's Park, 
Vietualler June 29 at 12 Bankruptcy 


Rec, 
Hopes, 


Jaques, C w-: Bristol, Ironmonger’s Manager June 24 
lp Sas. 8 une 
Off Bee, 26, "Baldwin st, Bristol 
Rosser, Bristol, Shop = June 24 at 12.15 
748m hee, 2s, Baldwin st, Bristol 
4s, Ecizapere Axx, Komford ‘a, Stratford, Tobacconist 
June 2 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs. Carey st 
, Jaume, Belvoir rd, ~ pe Surrey June 
2% at il 
, Baariz, Butterwick, ak Gaker June 25 at 12.15 
Of Bee, 4 and 6, West &, Boston 
Agrace Wiitax, Sturry, Kent June 24 at 10.30 
Castle ot 


Narios,Bsucver, Cleckhes ton, Yorks, e Uncstenight 
June 29 at 10.20 O8 Hee, 12, Duke st, Bradford 


Brown, Stran 

July 2) Moore & Shepherd, Bradford 

July 18 Heath & Sons, Manchester 
Joux Gustavus, Barnsley, Schooimaster July 30 Newman & Bond, Barnsley 
RNEST, Raunds, Northampton, Tailor July 20 Burnham & Co, 


Resyarp, Heaseet, Crossflatts, Bingley. anpeg Master 
ul 


Canren, Gronos Farpenion, East 


| circus 


Welling- 
Berners st 


Lambert, Bedford row 


VaRrey, ANwIE, Grosvenor pl, 
castle upon 
jatchell & Co, 











Pacuenr, Heapert Byeeiey, Hove, Sussex, patie June 
25 at 3.30 Of Ree, 4. Pavilion bldgs, — 

Panrsoxs, We.vos, Chatteris, Cambridge, ttle Dealer 
June 24at245 The George Hotel, Chatteris 


Painter June 29 at11 Off Ree, 1%, Duke st, Bradford 
Rersoips, Wituram, Thame, Oxford, China Dealer June 
Mati2 Off Rec, 1, 8t A'date st, Oxford 
Roperts, Ronert Joux, Llandudno, as June 26at12 


| 03a” Crypt chambers, Eastgate row, 


Seaet, Eowanp ATHELSTANE, Welle. Tax Collector June 
Mati2 Off Rec 2, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Surru, Jous Tuomas, Ossett, Yorks, Rag Merchant June 
Bat il Off Rec, Bank chmbra, Corporation st, Dews- 


bury 

SoLomons, 8. B. (Male), * ny “on st, Merchant June 
% at i2 Bankruptey bidgs, Care 

Taskxes, Jouw Taumas, and WiLuiAM = —_ Gt Grimsby, 
Box Makers June 24 at 12 Off Rec, Bt Mary’s 
chmbrs. Gt Grimsby 

Taomsos, Hoon, Headli , Leeds, Commission Agent 
June 24atll Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Waxcurer, A, Queen’s gate, South Kensington June 
2%ati2 Bankruptev bldgs, Carey st 

Wacker, Davin, Aber, Carnarvon, Hotel Proprietor June 
24at12.15 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Waker, Louisa, Aber, Carnarvon, Licensed Victualler 
June 24 at 12 Crypt ehm rs, Eastzat- row, Chester 

Wooo, Eaxzst Victor, Wilton rd, Shephed’s Bush, 
Betas June 24 at 11.3) 132, York rd, Westm -nster 

ri 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of June 5: 
Row, Arrave Barat, Richmond hill, School Proprietor 
June 18 at 11.30 132, York rd, Westiniaster Bridge 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Bisnorr, Gzozce Ricaaxn, Strood, Kent, Butcher Rochester — 
Pet Jane 13 Ord June 13 
Buaxe, Taomas, a. Friei Fish Dealer Halifax Pet 


Juselit Ord June 11 
Bowves, Wittsam, New Oxf . Bloomsabary, Agent | 
Court 
Coal Mer- 


Pet Jan 16 Ord Jae ll 
Bazwis, Tuomas 8, Wolverton av, Kingston 
chant Kingston Surrey Pet May 13 Ord June 11 
Bu aritT, CLARENCE Havwaap, 
Pet June 12 Ord June 12° 
Buen, Jous Tuomas, and Faro Extis, Wardsend, Sheffield, 
Builders Sheffield Pet May Zi Ord June 14 
Harling, Norfolk, Baker 
Pet June 12 Ord June 12 
Cumann, Haney, Leeds, Journeyman Joiner Leeds Pet 
Junell Ord June 11 
Davies, Tuomas, cas 5 Henire, Carmarthen, Coal Miner 
Carmarthen Pet Juuei2 Ord June 12 
Dowsixc, Caantas, Norwich, Builders’ Clerk Norwich 
Pet Jupe ll Ord June 11 


Dowsett, Wacree Braptey, Gt Clacton 
t-Gen Davay Cvazon, GCB, Hi: 


Hittow, James, Ardwick, ” Manchester, Moaumental Maso 
Hoewrs, Josera, Churwell, Yorks, Licensed Victualler July 18 Willey, Leeds 
Jackson, ,Wusain Bose Rosear, Norland rd, Shepherd’s Bush, Tobacconist July 28 Crocker, 


ury pavemen' 
Junmay, Joun Janes, Bhirley. Southampton Aug3 Aldridge, Southampton 

Leatues, Joux, Lamplugh, Cumberland, Yeoman Aug1l0 Howson & Co, Whitehaven 
itcham om, Horse Dealer July 


illiam st, 
Lowry, Hesry Dawson, Dulwich _- Hill July 23 Daniell & Thomas, Camborne 
Lyons, Henry, Lambs Conduit-et Aug 20 Withall & Withall, Bedford row 
McBaiar, Davio, Durham, Brewer’s Traveller July 31 Bell & Sons, Sunderland 
Macueas, GRACE Guxston, Taunton Jaly 15 She 
McLeay, "Jou Swire, Waterloo, Lanes, Estate Ageat June 27 —. Liverpool 
Maartis, Gronrce Hewey, Chiswick July 31 Sims, Serjeants’ inn, F 
Mexor, Joay, Eckington, Derby, Read, Black Proprietor Augl “rat ag Shefficla 
Morais, Auice, Blackpool July 18 pool 


Neat, Epwasp, Milford on Sea, ants July 24 A’Barrow, 


Noapgs, "Jou, Royston, Herts July 26 Wortham & Co, 
etley Marsh, 


thampton 
Partaiper, Exiza Pires, Nottingham pl, Marylebone July 18 Cook & Moore, Finsbury 


Stuart, Louisa, Bolton Aug 31 _Fairbrother, aoey 
Tay or, Groras, Southampton July 31 
Tuompson, Wituram Jossru, Ham Green, Portbury, Somerset 


Unswoarts, Euizaperu, Warrington Jul 





» Builder 
| 


Cunisp, James, Sunderland, Wine Merchant July 31 Bell & Sons, Sunderland 
Crayton, 8anan AMELIA Leeds July 27 Markland & Co, 
Cuatier, Fevix Josera, Paris, Merchant July 28 Ly 'é Dorté, Billiter st 


7 & 
July 31 W &'¥ Gregson, Southend on Sea 
orndean, Hants July 20 Watkins 


Elm Park mans, Chelsea July 25 Arthur de Clifton 


Feaves, Jory, Matfield, Brenchley, Kent, Farmer July 17 Buss, Tunbridge Wells 
Gissos, Jossra, Bishop ‘Auckland, Butcher July 20 Jennings, Bishop ‘Auckland 
Mary, Carlisle July 4 
Garrrin, Isape.a, Seuthegioten July 31 Stephens & 9 Southampton 
Haer.anp, Simeon, by Staffs July 20 Round, Tipton 

, Dyer July 31 Bowling & Sons, Leeds 


Mounsey, Penrith 


mo Aug8 Innes, Manchester 


2% Timbreil & Deighton, 
ppard & Meyler, Taunton 


wh, ay July 18 Read, Blackpoo 
Lincoln’s ina olds 
ered Accountant Aug 1 —— & Co, Bolton 


uthampton, Farmer os ~~ 31 Stephens & Locke, 


Pinsent & Co, Birmingham | Paywe, Louisa, Southampton July 31 Stephens & Locke, Southampton - 

Pitxixneron, Wituiam Hewey, Buroley July 25 Broughton & Broughton, ees 

Pirt, FF ote Tomas, Bishops Cleeve, Glos, Farmer Aug 31 
tenham 


Sapixe, Jeannette, Bath July 24 Haydon, Bath 
Scorr, *Buaxcue Lavaiston, Brislington 


Griffiths & Waghorn, 


House, nr Bristol July 30 Baileys & Co 


Soanes, TempLe Hittyarp Hicks, Tunbridge Wells Aug8 Hollams & Co, Mincing la 
Somers, Joun, Handsworth July 18 Thomas & Co, 
Starkey, Hagey James, Hither Green ln, Lewisham July 10 Bullock & Co, London 


Birmingham 


& Locke, Southampton 
July 31 Wilson & 
30 Longland, W 


ington 
Belgravia, y's Maid July? 7 Clayton & Gibson, New- 


e 
Wanrnsurtox, a Selby, Yorks, Grocer June 30 Haigh & Bailey, Selby 
WIiLLtameox, Bazan Ayx, Alfreton, Derby July 18 Rickards & Cleaver, Alfreton 


Goopuirre, Aureep James, Sherrard rd, Forest Gate, Com- 
mercial Clerk High Court Pet June 13 Ord June 13 

Hayx, Epwix, Coldbarbour, Sherborne, Dorset, Plasterer 
Yeovil Pet June 13 Ord June 13 

Haywarp, James, Bexhill on Sea, Baker Hastings Pet 
Junel Ord June 13 

Joszen, Hexry, Maesteg, Glam, Roadsman Cardiff Pet 
June 12 Ord June 13 

Keeys, Evizapern Ax», Romford rd, Stratford, Tobac- 
conist High Court Pet June 12 Ord June 12 

Kerrie, Bexsamiw Fiete, Hassocks, Sussex, 
Brighton Pet May 30 Ord June il 

Lacy, Faawx, Shedfield, nr Bishops Waltham, Hants, 
Builder Southampton Pet May 23 Ord June 13 

Marsuatt, Grieert. Southsea, Hants, Draper Portsmouth 
Pet May 12 Ord June 11 

Mes«excee, Josern, Ramagate, Fish Merchant High Court 
Pet April 24 Ord June 11 

Move, Kowin, Burley, Craven Arms, Salop, Wheelwright 
Leominster Pet June 13 Ord Junc 13 

Nass, Witu1am Hesry, Stoneleigh st, Notting hill, Coal 
Merchant High Court Pet June 12 Ord June 12 

Naywor, Samvuzt, Scholes, Cleckheaton, Yorks, Wheel- 
wright Bradford Pet Joneii Ord June il 

O’ Bates, Joux, Cwmavon, Glam, Contractor Neath Pet 
Junell Ord June 11 

Patmer, Heaszer Breatey, Hove, Butcher 
Brighton Pet June 11 Ord June 11 

Quitver. Wittsam Jouw Tucker, Lostwithiel, Cornwall, 
Builder Truro Pet June13 Ord June 13 

Rexs, Daviv Monais, a Mon, Saddler Tredegar 
Pet June 12 Ord June 12 

Rewwarp, Heapert, Croseflatts, Bingley, Yorks, Painter 
Bradford Pet June1i Ord June ll 

Suapwitzet, Marx Morais, Middlesex * Cycle Dealer 
High Court Pet April 11 Ord June 13 

Suiru, Jou Tuomas, Ossett, Yorks, Rag Merchant Dews 
bury Pet May 29 Ord June it 

| Breaxe, Taomas, Church St etton, Salem, Builder Shrews 
bury Pet June3 Ord June} 

| suonen, Epowis Jauus Surrn, Poole, Dorset, Builder 
Poole Pet June13 Ord June 13 

| Tay LOR, Wassee Fietcurn, Stevenage, Herts, Nurserymas 
Luton Pet June 4 Ord June 11 

| ‘Temete, Wiit14M Groner. asateaes Baeac enernon Mina 
Kentish T own rd, rd, Engineer High Court Pet April 
Ord June 


Bussex, 


| qrecusen, Hvou Heatingioy, Leeds, Commission Agest 
Leeds Pet Junetl Ord June 11 


Lgverpedt, Bmallware Dealer Liverpool 
29 Ord June 11 


| Woon, Euszer Victron, Wilton r4, Shepherd’s Bush, 
Butcher a ptm 12° Ord June 12 

beta erg eTuUB AYLEY, Fetteds 
Mailing, Kent, Farmer sithaons Pet May 


| f Oed June 


VEXxLear, ome 
Pet May 2 
































yen 
ton, 


rne 


ocke, 
sbury 
on 
thorn, 
& Co 
ig la 


ondon 


son & 


, New- 


3, Com-~- 
ane 13 
lasterer 


cs Pet 
ff Pet 
Tobac- 
Dealer 
Hants, 
13 
tsmouth 
h Court 
elwright 
ill, Coal 
s Wheel- 
ath Pet 
Butcher 
lornwall, 
Tredegar 
Painter 


» Dealer 
t Dews 
Shrews 
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THE 


LEGAL INSURANCE COMPANY LTD. 


HEAD OFFICE (pro tem.): 


9, FLEET STREET, E.C. 


The Hon. Mr. JUSTICE CHANNELL. 


J. Fretp Beatz, Solicitor (Beale & Oo.), 28, Great George Street, West- 


minster, 8.W. (Chairman). 


Harowp G. Brown, Solicitor (Linklater & Co.), 2, Bond Court, Walbrook, 
E.C. 


Joun 8. Foiterr, J.P., Barrister-at-Law, 76, South Audley Street, W. 
Barrister-at-Law, 2, Pump Oourt, 


Grorragy M, Garnorne- Harpy, 
Temple. 
Oscar Gray, Solicitor, 39, Woburn Square, V 


‘mh F Hus, , a Solicitor (Hills, Godfrey H “Haleey), 23, Queen Ann+’s 


G ate, 8. Ww. 


Joun O. ‘Hous, Solicitor (John Holmes, Son & Wigan), 34, Clement’s 


Lane, E 


FIRE. 





TRUSTEES. 


DIRECTORS. 


Partre Morrett, M.P., 


Tnn, Strand, W.C. 


Bast H. Witxmsoy, 
Cannon Street, E.C. 











| The Hon. Mr, JUSTICE BARGRAVE DEANE. 
The Hon. ALFRED E. GATHORNE-HARDY. 


H. Crauncy Masrseman, Solicitor (Masterman & Everington 25, Great 
Winchester Street, E.C. he 


Solicitas, 44, Bedford Square, W.0. 


T.ewrs M. Rronarps, J. P, Rarrister-at- Law, 1, Essex Court, Temple. 

Hon. Onarctes Russet, Solicitor (Charles Russell & Oo.), 37, Norfolk 
Street, Strand, W.C. 

Epwp. Harrow Ryne, Solicitor (Kennedy, Ponsonby & Ryde), 4, Clement’s 


H. A. SANDERS, Solicitor (Davies, Sanders & Swanwick), Chesterfield. 


Solicitor (Kearsey, Hawes & Wilkinson), 108,, 


A. T. WrturaMs, Solicitor, Victoria Chambers, Neath, South Wales. 


The Perfect System of Fire Insurance—Special Profit-Sharing Policy. 


ACCIDENT. All Branches of Accident Insurance and General Contingency. 





PROFITS. 





Loss of Net Profit and Standing Charg 
or Boiler Explosion. 








es due to the Interruption of Business by Fire 


Apnileations for Agencies are specially invited from Members of the Legal Profession. 
HENRY M. LOW, General Manager. 








Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of May 29: 

E.wett, Georce Howarp, and THomas Bensamiw Heap, 
hort Heath, nr Wolv erhampton. Licensed Victuallers 
Wolverhampton Pet May9 Ord May 25 

London Gasette.—Fripay, Jone 19, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Bittwonam, Ext, Brierley Hill, Staffs, Grocer Stourbridge 
Pet June16 Ord June 14 

Brapuiry, Grorar, Moss Side. Manchester, Coal Dealer 
Manchester Pet May 27 Ord June 17 

Baert.ey, Jouw Tuomas, Rochdale, Lancs, Cashier Roch- 
dale Pet May 25 Ord June #4 

Brook, Ronerr, Portgate, nr Lifton, Devon, Licensed 
Victnaller Plymouth Pet Tune 16 Ord June 16 

Cauy, Henry, Manchester, Manufacturer Manchester 
Pet May28 Ord June 17 

Covrayour, Joun Josera, Swansea, Furnisher’s Driver 
Swansea Pet June 15’ Ord June 15 

Davey, Currrorp. Bury 8t Edmunds, Nurseryman Bury 
8t Edmunds Pet June 15 Ord June 1% 

Davies, Davin. Trealaw, Glam, Collier Pontypridd Pet 
June 15 Ord June 15 

Dunw, ALexanprr, Gloucester, Builder Gloucester Pet 
June 3 Ord June 16 

Ecoivcron, Frawx, Wolverhampton, Blectrical Engineer 
Wolverhampton Pet June 17 Ord Juné 17 

Faurxyer, Hewry Suywens, Warminster, Wilts, Fancy 
Bazaar Proprietor Frome Pet June 16 Ord June 16 

Feaver, THomas Groner, The Broadway, Cricklewood, 

tmaker High Court Pet Junei7 Ord June 17 

—_— nanene, Mavis, Tailor Leeds Pet June 16 Ona 
une 

Gayoow, Axwnxre Mantix, Newport, Barnstaple, Tadging 
house Keeper Barnstaple Pet June 17 Ord June 17 

Gmaerr. Soiiy, Livernool, Butchers’ Outfitter Liverpool 
Pet June 17 Ord June 17 
Gairritas, Tuomas Hewny, Neath, Clothier Neath Pet 


June 5 Ord June 16 
Grover, Feepenick, Mercere’ rd, Holloway, Timber 
Merchant igh Court Pet June 16 Ord June 16 
Harwes, ©, Clacton, Builder Colchester Pet May 28 
Ord June 18 

Heap, Sipwey. Farnham, Essex, Farmer “Hertford Pet 
June 16 Ord June 16 

James, Tuomas, Cwmerfin, Bow Street RSO. Go, 
Farmer Abervatwyth Pet Inne 15 Ort Jane 

Jerveny, Groror THomas, Mansfield, Notte, Plamen. Mott. 
ingbam Pet June 17 Ord June 17 

Jounsow, Enxnst, Wolatanton, Staff, Tron Merchant Han- 
ley Pet June? Ord June 15 

Macwamana. Taousa, Woolwich, killed Labourer Green- 
wich Pet May 92 Ord June 16 

Macey, Wittiam, Penvhiwfer, Pens graig, — Pumps- 
man Pontypridd Pet June 14 Ord June 16 

Matron, Cuantes, Leeds, Barrister at Law. Leeds Pet 


Mitzarp, Artaur, Rournemouth, Insurance Agent Poole 
Pet June 15 Ord Jan: 15 

Morais, H & R, St John’s rd. Hoxton, Boot Dealers High 
Court Pet May 29 Ord June 17 

Papptxotos, Josepaus Joan, and Wiireasp Lawsow Pap- 
pinetor, Colden Common, Southam , Contractors 

inchester Pet June 16 Ord June 16 

Pao. Harney Ervest, Duke st. St James's, Caretaker 
High Court Pet June 17 Ord June 17 

Piven Tuomas Hewry, Pon Restaurant Keeper 
Pontyoridd Pet June 17 Ord June 17 

Porr, Atrarp Cwm, pene Collier Tredegar Pet 
June 15 Ord June 15 

Powrut, Davi, Bacton, Hereford, Farmer Hereford Pet 
Jane 16 Ord June 16 

Rerp & So, Wrutiam, Fenchurch st, Machine Tool Makers 
High Court Pet April14 Ord June 17 

Roocers, Awnuia, Chesterton, Cambs, Lodging House 
Keeper Cambridge Pet June 16 Ord Jnne 16 

Rorawett, Auwert, Helsby, Chester. Milk Dealer War- 
rington Pet May 22 Ord June 17 

Ruswworrs, Watrer, Sinderlani, Butcher Sunderland 
Pet June 4 Ord June 15 

Sixpeeagery, Roneat Sipxey, Cheltenham, Beer Retailer 
Cheltenham Pet Jane 15 Ord June 15 

Stave, Francis Epwarp, Eblev, or Stroud, Grocer 
Gloucester Pet June 16 Ord June 16 ‘ 

Smart, Evcex. Wollaston, Worcester Stourbridge Pet 

e ny bo bd a . 

mite, Taowas B, Birminzham, Credit Draper Birming- 
ham Pet April 24 Ord June 16 

Sranpew, Leowanp, Padiham, Lancs, China Dealer Burn- 

ley Pet Junei7 Ord June 17 

Svrourre, . Leviand. Lancs, Foreman Iron Turner 

Bolton Pet June17 Ord June 17 

Tuomas, Fanvericn, Goodmayes. 
Chelmsford Pet April 25 Ord June is 

Vanter, Haney me Drysalt 

June 16 Ord June 16 

Wareon, Groras, Wainfleet All Saints, Lincs, Farmer 

Boston Pet May 30 Ord June 17 


Wurre, Taomas, Rirminghem, Dealer Birmingham 
Pet June ie” Ord June 16 
Wittiass, Joux Eowann, Liverpool, Cowkeeper Liver. 
Pet J 4 Ord Tune 16 
Yarns, Henny, Ja, Lanes, Plumber Blackburn 
Pet May 27 Ord June 17 


FIRST MERTINGS. r 
Brsnor, Gronor Ricuanp, Strood, Kent, Butcher July 6 
Rochester 


at 12.99 115, bmg, = be 
arte Shettield, Licensed July 1 


or Ben Fietere In, Sheffield 
Bunprrt, Cuannxce Haywaarp, Bourton, Dorset, Builder 
+ Nedaeg 12 Off Reo, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salis. 





June 15 Ord June 15 


Cowen, Tox, W , Painter July 29 
ow at 12 15. ‘Court house, Wyn yh ay ” 


Corrs jinglev, wick,Cambridge, 
Foan Sapna i On meet 5, Petty Cury, Cam- 


bridge 
Davres, Roda Trealaw. Glam. Collier July 1 at 10.39 
Off Reo, Post Office chmbrs, 
Coal Miner 


Davres, Tuomas, ‘Capel Hendre, Carmarthen, 
Jane 27 at 12.15 Off Rec. 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 
own. Crick Cricktewoo4, Boot Maker - July 3 
ati2 Bankruntey wae 6 
june 29 at 11 Off Re», 


Feaver, Tuomas 

Fruexer, Baawer. Leeds, 
24, Bond st, Leeds 

Ganrerr, Farperice Beaver Wii.iam, Weatcliff on — 
Essex. Boot Dealer July 1 at 11 

Gooptutrrs, woe James, 


Haxw, Bowie, Col@harhour, Dorset, Plastere- 
June 90 at 12.30 Off Reo, City chambers, Catherin» 


Hensert, Cottenham, Cambridge. License! 
June 27 at 2.30 Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, 


Hvrrox, 


oo at 12 r 
saa 1 Ny urse Jou, Besex, Builder July 1 at 
=o ix, Keewick, Gam ber 
land. Butchers Dons 2 0b 12.18 prey os 
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Ricuarosow, Bertie, Gt Grimsby, Boot Dealer June 27 at 
11 Off Rec, 8t Mary’s chmbrs, Gt Grimsby 

Burree, Euise, Swinton, Yorks, Tobacconist July 1 at 12 
Off Rec, Figtree la, Sheffield 

Suerratr, Joaw Haut. Lockyer, Oxford, Retailer of Toys 
June 29 at 12 Off Rec. 1, St Aldates, Oxford 

Broxes, Eow1s James 8uirn, Poole, Dorset, Builder June 
27 at 12 Messrs Curtis & Son’s Office, 42, Station rd, 
Poole 

Tuomas, Frevenice, Jubilee Market. Covent garden, 
Market Gardener June 30 at 12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, 

euro 

Tretaowax,. Janes, Kenwyn, Cornwall, Farmer June 29 
atlz Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 

Vastey. Harry Frepericx, Leeds, Drysalter June 29 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Warnry, Eravest Anruve Bracce, Weymouth June 30 at 
1 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 

WituraMms, Daxter, Penbrynhir, Devil’s Bridge, Cardigan, 
Farmer July 1 at 1215 Townhall, Aberystwyth 

Wittoyx, Davip, Maidenhead, Fishmonger June 23 at 12 

4, Bedford row ° 

Worratt, Wittiam Antuvur, Watford June 30at 3 14, 

Bedford row 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Bituiscuam, Ex, Harts Hill, Brierley Hill, Staffs, Grocer 
Stourbridge Pet June 16 Ord June 16 
Bottox, Joszra, Otley, Yorke, Rate Collector Leeds Pet 
May 29 Ord June 15 
Broox, Roperr. Portgate, nr Lifton, Devon, Licensed 
Victualler Plymouth Pet June 16 Ord June 16 
Canwery, Witt1am Avoysivs, Stockport, Cheshire, Cabinet 
Maker Stockport Pet June5 Ord June 15 
Coutanxcue, Joux Josern, Swansea, Furnisher’s Driver 
Swansea Pet June 15 Ord June 15 
Curupertson, Curapert, Madingley, Hardwick, Cambs, 
Farmer Cambridge Pet May 29 Ord June 16 
Curapertsox, Joux, Duncombe hill, Honor Oak Park 
reenwi Pet June2 Ord July 18 
Davey, Cuirrorp, Bury 8t Edmunds, Nurseryman Bury 
8t Edmunds Pet June 15 Ord June 15 
Davis, Davin, Trealaw, Glam, Collier Pontypridd Pet 
June 15 Ord June 15 
De Wvytt, Wittiam Henry, Holly park, Crouch Hill, 
Bachelor of Medicine High Court Pet May 6 Ord 
June 15 
Ercxsorr, Wituram, Hollvbush gdns, Bethnal Green, 
wyer High Court Pet May4 Ord June 17 
Eaatxeton. Fraxx, Wolverhampton, Electrical Engineer 
Wolverhampton Pet June17 Ord June 17 
Feaver, Taomas Liowet, The Broadway, Cricklewood, 
Bootmaker High Court Pet June17 Ord June 17 
Fiexer, Banner, Leeds, Tailor Leeds Pet June16 Ord 
June 16 
Gi.sert, Souty, Liverpool, Butchers’ Outfitter Liverpool 
Pet June 17 Ord June 17 
Gaoveer, Faepxaicx, Mercer's rd, Holloway, Timber Mer- 
chant High Court Pet June 16 Ord June 16 
Haar, Eowarp Buserett, High Beech, Loughton, Essex, 
Breeder Edmonton Pet May2 Ord June 15 
Heap, Stpwzy, Farnham, Ess2x, Farmer Hertford Pet 
June 16 Ord June 16 
Howitt, Henry Turner, Newbiggin by the Sea, North- 
umberland, le Agent Newcastle on Tyne Pet 
June5 Ord June 15 
James, Taomas, Cwmerfin, Bow Street, RSO, Cardigan, 
Farmer Aberystwyth Pet June15 Ord June 15 
Jerrney, Grorce Tomas, Mansfield, Nottingham, 
Plumber Nottingham PetJune 17 Ord June 17 
Maney, Witiiam, Penrhiwfer, Pengraig, Glam, Pumps- 
man Pontypridd Pet June 16 Ord June 16 
Me.xior, Cuarves, Leeds, Barrister at Law Leeds Pet 
June 15 Ord June 15 
Mitiarp, Arravur, Bournemouth, Insurance Agent Poole 
et June 15 Ord June 15 
Mitus, Hasry, Pentonville rd, King’s Cross, Fishmonger 
High Court Pet May9 Ord June 17 
Pace, Hanry Ervest, Duke st. 8t James’s, Caretaker | 
High Court Pet June 17 Ord June 17 } 
Payxe, Tuomas Henry, Pontypridd, Glamorgan, Restau- 
rant Keeper Pontypridd Pet June17 Ord June 17 
Por, Atrrep, Cwm, Mon, Collier Tredegar Pet June 15 
Ord June 15 


Powstt, Daviv, Upper House Farm, Barton, Hereford, | Marries, Caartes Wituram, Sheffield, Butcher Sheffield Gaypow, Anniz Martix, 


Farmer Hereford Pet June 16 Ord June 16 
Rogers, Ametia, Chesterton,Cambs, Lodging house Keeper 
Cambridge Pet June 16 Ord June 16 | 


| Rusnworts, Wacrer, Sunderland, Butcher Sunderland 
Sixpeaperry, Rosert Siprey, Cheltenham, Beer Retailer 


| Stave, Fraxcis Epwarp, Ebley, nr Stroud, Glos, Grocer 


Atiex, Sipyzy Eanest Tuzopore, Norwich, Tobacconist 


Pet June 4 Ord June 15 
Cheltenham Pet June 15 Ord June 15 


Gloucester Pet June 16 Ord June 16 

Surirn, Tuomas B, Birminghem, Credit Draper Birming- 
ham Pet April 24 Ord June 17 

Sotomons, Sotomon Beysamin, Wentworth st, Merchant 
High Court Pet March 13 Ord June 17 


Stranpex, Leonarp, Padiham, Lancs, China Dealer 
Burnley Pet June17 Ord June 17 

Surcurrer, Weicet, Leyland Lancs, Foreman Iron Turner 
Bolton Pet June17 Ord Jane 17 


Vartry, Haney Frepenrick, Leeds, Drysalter Leeds Pet 
June 16 Ord June 16 

Ware, Tsomas, Birmingham, Boot Dealer Birmingham 
Pet June 8 Ord June (6 

Wittiams, Daytet, Penbrynhir, Devil’s Bridge, Cardigan, 
Farmer Aberystwyth Pet June 10 Ord June 15 

Witsoyr. Artuur Jesse, Loughborough, Baker Leicester 
Pet June 3 Ord June 15 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of June 5: 
Busgace. Davin Water, Carshalton, Builder Croydon 
Pet June2 Ord June 2 


London Gazette.—Tvurspay, June 23. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Norwich Pet June 18 Ord June 18 

Asn, Grorcr GrayvitiE, Alvaston, Derby, Builder Derby 
Pet June 19 Ord June 19 

Asawortna, Taomas Havsteap and Tuomas Morais, More- 
cambe, Automatic Machine Makers Pceston Pet June 
19 Ord June 19 

Asprxaty, Ricuarp, Farnwerth, Lancs, Confectioner Bol- 
ton Pet June 20 Ord June 20 

Borritt, Grores, Old Leake, Lincs, Miller Boston Pet 
June 19 Ord June 19 

Boystoy, Joun Bragparx, Cottingham, York, Plumber 
Kingston upon Hull Pet June 18 Ord June 18 


Burrows, Jonny Aaron Epwarp, Witton, Droitwich, 
} dag pa Builder Worcester Pet June 18 Ord 
une 1 


CuannixG, Leronarp Toomas Asaieian, Great Yarmouth, 
Musician Great Yarmouth Pet June 19 Ord June 19 

Crark, Groner, Halifax, Grocer Halifax Pet June 17 
Ord June 17 

Circe, Davip, York, Foreign Correspondent Birkenhead 
Pet May 20 Ord June 18 } 

Davies, Wittram, Deri, Glam, Haulier Merthyr Tydfil 
Pet June 18 Ord June 18 | 

Donovan, Patrsaick Tuomas, Tir Phil, Glam, Collier Mer- | 
thyr Tsd 1 Pet June 20 Ord June 20 | 

Doveuty, Epwarp Caarves, Oulton Broad, Suffolk Car- 
penter Great Yarmouth Pet June19 Ord June 19 

Fvetourr, Artuur Cuessuyee, Bassett rd, North Kensing- 
ton High Court Pet May 29 Ord June 19 

Freeman, Wi.L14M Joun, Kiog’s Lynn, Norfolk, Auctioneer 
King’s Lynn Ord June 18 

Geary, Ricuarp Bezvry, and Magra Exiza Surru, Widow, 
Eerwem, Fishmongers Norwich Pet June 18 Ord 
June 18 } 

Gorton, Gzorce Hewry, York, Clerk York Pet Juneé | 
Ord Juns 19 

Geeatorex, Josgepa Epwarp Aurrep, Adam st, Adelphi | 
High Court Pet May 28 Ord June 19 

Hagpine, Faeperick Frank, Charlton Murgrave, Somerset, 
Carpenter Yeovil Pet June 19 Ord June 19 

Hype, Joux, and Ricuarp Hype, Stockport, Corn Mer- 
chants Stockport Pet June 19 Ord June 19 

Ivcuam, Hamptow K, Maida vale High Court Pet Dec 24 
Ord June 19 | 

Innzs, Gorpon ©, Leadenhall st, Chemist High Court Pet 

3 May © Ord June 19 

ENNINGS, Jous, Birmingham, Batcher Birmingham Pet 

May 15 Ord June 19 

Lewis, Watrer Georce, Bath, Photographer Bath Pet | 
June ll Ord June 19 | 

Mackisven, Lacavay, apd Epwaro Lawrence Carrer, | 
Nottingham, Makers Up 
Ord June 20 








Pet June 19 Ord June 19 


Martinson, Hersert, Castleford, Yorks, Rabbit Salesman | 


Wakefield Pet June 18 Ord June 18 


| Sison, Jonny, Ki 


Nottingham Pet June 20 | 


Moorparr, Crartes Henry, Appleby, Westmorland, 
Solicitor Kendal Pet June19 Ord June 19 

Morais. J, Richmond, Builder Wandsworth Pet May 27 
Ord June 18 

Munspay, J C & Co, Southampton, Oil Merchants South- 
ampton Pet June5 Ord June 19 

Norsvry, Jou+, Koutsford, Chester, Butcher Manchester 
Pet Junei9 Ord June 19 

Parxtx, Leowarep Mavaice, Wheatley, nr Doncaster, 
Solicitor Sheffi-ld Pet May 21 Ord June 19 

Pitt, Apert Eanest, Earlestown, Lancs, Painter War- 
rington Pet June2) Ord June 20 

Pors, Sypvey Broverrtoy, Hatfield, Herts High Court 
Pet May 28 Ord June19 

Rut.ey, Moses, Victoria gdns, Notting Hill Gate High 
Court Pet May 27 Ord June 18 

Soort, James, Cliffe, Kent, Coal Merchant Rochester Pet 
June 19 Ord June 19 ‘ 

Suanxs, Frayx, Bathwick, Bath, Mail Contractor Bristol 
Pet June 19 Ord June 19 


| Suarrarr, Witt1aM, Birmingham, Fruiterer Birmingham 


Pet May 28 une 18 
upon Hull, General Carrier Kings- 
ton upon Hull Pet June 18 Ord June 18 
Srizes & Son, Hill rd, Abbey rd, 8t John’s Wood, Builders 
High Court April15 June 18 
Sruses, Witttam, Maida hl West, Bayswater, Builder 
High Court Pet June18 Ord June 18 
a ~~ Samugt, Leeds, Butcher Leeds Pet June17 Ord 
une 17 
Tuvurman, Epwarp Harginetor, Sneinton, Nottingham, 
Maltater Nottingham Pet June3 Ord June 17 
Tompxins, Ricnasp Henry, Northampton. Commercial 
Traveller Northampton Pet June18 Ord June 18 
Tusyer, Saran, Ossu'ston st, Euston rd, Carman Hi 
Court Pet June4 Ord June 19 
Wiaetzy, Watrer, Wheaton Aston, Staffs, Carpenter 
Wolverbampton Pet June 20 Ord June 2 ‘ 
Woop, Epmuoxp, Hillmorton, Warwigk, Wheelwright 
Coventry Pet June19 Ord June 19 t 
Woop, Tuomas, Pailton, Warwick, Butcher Leicester Pet 
June 18 Ord June 18 
Waricat, Jowataan Otpuam Haves, Leigh, Lancs, Brick- 
layer Bolton Pet June 20 Ord June 20 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of June 5: 
James, Oxtver, Ryde, Builder Newport Pet May 23 
Ord June 1 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of June 19: 
Ecotnton, Francis Bexsamin, Wolverhampton, Electrical 
Engineer Wolverhampton Pet June17 Ord June 17 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


| AuLew, Stoney Eawest Tusopore, Norwich, Tobacconist 


July 1 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Biturscaam, Eu, Hart’s Hill, Brierley Hill, Staffs, Grocer 
July 2at 11 Off Rec, 199, Wolverhampton st, Dudley 

Brapuiry, Grorce. Moss Side, Manchester, Coal Dealer 
July 1at230 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Cann, Henny, Manchester, Manufacturer Julylat3 Of 
Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Cuark, Gronce, Godley Bridge, Halifax,Grocer July 1 at 
10.45 Couaty Court house, Prescott st, Halifax 

CovTaxcus, Joun Joserpn, Swansea, Furnishers’ Driver 
July 1at11 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Davey, CuirForp, ys St Edmunds, Suffolk, Fruiterer 
July 9at2 Angel Hotel, Bury St Edmunds 

Dovenry, Epwarp Cuargves, Oulton Broad, Suffolk, Car- 
penter July 4at12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Dunrorp. OswaLp Farepenrick, Oxford, Chemist July 1 at 
12 O , 1, 8t Aldates, Oxford 

Eaornton, Francis Bensamin, Wolverhampton, Electrical 
Engineer July 2at1i Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Exuis, Haney Caaares, Bury 8t Edmunds, Suffolk, Hard- 
———- July 9 at 11.30 Angel Hotel, Bury 8t 


mui 

Fau_kxyer, Henry Summers, Warminster, Wilts, Fancy 
Bazaar Proprietor Julylat11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin 
st, Bristol 

Fviercagr, Artaus Caessuyre, Bassett rd, North Kensing- 
ton July3at1 Bankruptcy bldgs. Carey st 

ewport, Barnstaple, Lodging 
house Keeper July2at3 94, High st. Barnstaple 

Gortoy, Georce Heway, York, Clerk July 6at3 Off 

Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE | - 


24, 


FUND, LIMITED. 


BMOORGATE STRAT, LONDON, 


ESTAGLISHED IN {89I. 


EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LI@CENSED PROPERTY. 








SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and 


supervision of the Oorporation. 

























on application. 


Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent 
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GreaTorex, Joserpn Epwanp Atrazp, Adam st, Adelphi 
July 2 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Mansenes jranemes Frawx, Charlton Musgrove, Somerset, 
Caper = ee at 12.16 Off Ree, | City chmbrs, | 
erine st, 
aS mn Sesuhens, Essex, Farmer July 1 at 11 
le Hotel, Hertford 
a... ~~ K, Maids Vale July 2 at 11 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
aoe, | Gorpow C, Leadenhall st, Chemist July 1 at 2.30 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
James Tuomas, Liwynantesni, Cwmerfin, Bow st, R 
Cardi tener July 1 at 12.30 Townhati 
Aberystwyth 
Jonxsox, Eanzst, Wolstanton, Staffs, Iron Merchant 
July 1at12 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, Staffs 
Josern, Henry, Maesteg, Gi: = Yeas ‘July 14 at 12 | 
Off Rec, 117, 8t Mary st, Ca: 
McBaeey, Tames, Folkestone, a a July 2 
at 9.18 ff Reo, 68, Castle st, Canter 
MarTTinsow, Sonne Castleford, Yorks, hat bbit Salesman 
July 2 at 10.30 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter , Wakefield 
Morais, 2; aren, Surrey, Builder July 1 at 11,30 
182, York rd, Weat minster Bridge 
Mouxpay, J C & Co, Southampton, Su Merchants July 1 
at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Pappixetor, Josernus Joux, and BA ote Lawsow Pap- 
pixetor, Colden Common, thampton, Contractors 
July 2 at 12 The Corn Exchange Winchester 

pore Taomas Herry, Pontypridd, Glam, Restaurant 
xn = dl July 1 at 11.30 Off Rec, Post Office chmbs, 

‘on! 
weg, 5 Srorer Seswounen, Hatfield, Herta July 2 at 12 


— bldgs, Carey st 

unin 1Lu1aM Joux Tucker, Lostwithiel, Cornwall, 

uilder July 3at 12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 

ines Davip Morais, Trede: , Mon, Saddler July 1 at 11 
Off Ree, 144, Commerci st, Newport, Mon 

Rosuwonti, Watrer, Sunderland Butcher July 1 at 3 
Off Rec 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 

Rotter, Moses, Victoria gdns, Notting hill gate July 1 at 
ll ‘Bankruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Scorr, Jauzs, Cliffe, ae | _ Merchant July 6 at 12.45 
115, High street, 

Suanxs, Faayx, Bathwick, Bath, Mail Contractor July 1 
atj11.45 Off Ree, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

EINDERBERRY, Ropert Sipyey, Cheltenham, Beer Retailer 
July 3at3.45 County Court bidgs, Cheltenham 

Suant, Erten, Wollaston, Worcester July 2at 1130 Off 
Ree, 199, , Wolverhampton st Dudley 

Srrers & Son, Hill rd, Abbey rd, St Joba’ s Wood, Builders 
July lati Bankruptcy bldga, Carey st 

Srusss, Witi1aMm, Maida hill West, Bayswater July 1 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey et 

8uTciirre, Waient, Leyland, Lancs Foreman Iron Turner 
July 3 ‘at 2 % Ex ge st, Bolton 

Swaves, Samugy, Lecds, Butcher July 1 at 11 Off Rec, 


24, Bond st, Leeds 
Tratuer, Revsex, Eckington, Derby, Grocer July 1 at 12 
Off , 47, Full st, Derb: 


y 
Tuomas, Fraeperick, Goodmayes, Ilford, Essex, Builder 
J uly 1 at 2.45 —_ Chelmsford 
Tuawer, Sarau m st, Euston rd July 2 at 11 
Baaokru tated gs, , Carey st 
Wuirts, Tuomas, nstitution hill, Birmingham, Boot 
Dealer July 3 at 11.30 191, Corporation st, Bir- 


mingham 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Auten, Srpxzy Eewest Taxopor:, ~~ * aaa Tobacconist 
Norwich Pet June18 Ord Jcne 1 

Asx, Grorce — phew hag Builder Derby 
Pet Jane 19 Ord June 19 

Bonetti, Grorex, Old Leake, Lincs, Miller Boston 
Pet Jane 19 Ord June 19 

Borrtoy, Jouw Brarrarx, Cottingham, Yorks, Plumber 
Kingston upon Hill Pet Junel8 Ord June 18 

Brapizy, Grores, Moss Side, Manchester, Coal Dealer 
Manchester. Pet Mav 27 Ord June 19 

Burrows, Jomw Aaxvow Epwarp, Wi:ton Droitwich, Wor- 
cester, Builder Worcester Pet June 18 Ord June 18 

Cuarx, Groner, Halifax, Grocer Halifax Pet June 17 
Ord June 17 

Davies, Witt1am, Deri, Glam, Haulier Merthyr Tyifil 
Pet June 18 Ord Jane 18 


Garpor, Arwre Martin, New Barnstaple, ae 
house, Keeper Barn Pet June 17 rd 
ane 

| Sees Rromarp Bezisy, and Maz Exrza Sarre, 
* — Fishmongers Norwich Pet Junels 0: 


ane 1 
| Gorrom, ; ae Hewey, York, Clerk York Pet June 6 
Ord J 20 


une 
| Geirriras, Toomas Haney, Neath, Glam, 
Neath and Aberavon Pet June5 Ord June 18 
| Hanpine, Faspsrick Frawx, Chariton Musgrove, 
set, Carpenter Yeovil Pet Jane 19 Ord June 19 
| Houpen, Karz Gannan, Gloucester gate, —_ Park, 
— Victualler High Oourt Pet May 23 Ord 
| ‘ane 1 


| Hype — and Ricuarp Hypz, “Ord Jans 1 Corn 
Stockport Pet June 19 Ord June 19 
| Jaquas, ees Bristol, eee Sane 
Pet June & Grd June 
Janarer, Honma, Bristol, Shopfiter Bristol Pet June 10 


Jounsox, Erwzst, Wolstanton, Sate, Iron Merchant 
Pet June2 Ord June 

Maerctas, Cxantes WILLIaM, Shetheld, Butcher Sheffield 
Pet June 19 Ord June 19 

Marrinsoy, Joe Castleford, pam 5 Rabbit Salesman 
Wakefield Pet Junel8 Ord June 

me - ~~ Cuartzes Henry, A Neby . Weseeten, 
Solicitor Kendal Pet June 1 June 19 

Norzvry, Teom, Knuteford, Chester, Butcher 
chester Pet June 19 Ord June 19 

Pays, Ws.utsr ee peas. Essex, Bui'der Chelms- 
ford Pet May 27 Ord J 19 


ar Asser Eaerssr, ieistowe, Lancs, Painter War- 
~—— Pet June 20 Ord June 20 

Pricer, . +. Liverpool, Confectioner Liverpool Pet 
April 25 Ord June 16 

Reoxwett, Tomas SamvBt, 3 y4 at, Bermondsey, 
Undertaker High Court Pet May Ord Jane 1 

Roszs, Nits Gaserst, Weymouth st, Portland p', 
Medical — titioner High Court Pet March 18 
Ord June 


Scort, fat ‘iit, —_ Coal Merchant Rochester 
Pet June 19 Jane 19 
Suanxs, Franx, Dacbwick, poh, Mk Contractor Bristol 
Pet June 1 Ord June 20 
Sisoy, Jomy, eh pon Hall, General Carrier 
Kingston upon Hull Pet June 18 "ord June 18 
Smart, Excey, eng mee) Worcester. Stourbridge 
Pet Jane 16 Ord June 20 
Swat nea, Sass yp Leeds, Butcher Leeds Pet June 17 
Tomas, “owe Wits, Leicester, Piano Dealer 
Leicester Pet April9 Ord June 19 
Tavemay, Epwaep Haretneror, Sneinton, Nottingham, 
Maltater yp en June3 Ord ~~ 17 
Wiatrr, Watrer, Wheaton Aston, Staffs, Oarpenter 
Wolverhampton Pet June 20 Ord June 20 
WittuMs, Jouw Epwarp, Liverpool, Cowkeeper Liver- 
Pet June4 Ord June 19 
Woop, Epxuvuxp, Hillmorton, | Ay ag Wheelwright 
Coventry Pet June 19 Ord June 1 
Woop, Tomas, Pailton, Warwick, Butcher Leicester 
Fet June 18 Ord June 18 
Wareat, Jowataan OLDE«M perm Leigh, es Brick- 
layer Bolton Pet June 20 Ord J 
Amended notice substituted for that shiaed in the 
London Gazette of June 12: 
Jamus, OLIVER, ace Builder Newportand Byde Pet 
May 23 Ord June 6 


Amended notice substituted for that 1 yea in the 
London Gazette of Jun 
Eeerrrom, Francis. Benrsaury, cists Elec- 
trical Enginee 


r Wolverhampton Pet Jane 17 Ord 
June 17 








Mie F. F. MONTAGUE, LL.B., continues 
PREPARE for the SOLICITORS’ FINAL and 





TE EXAMINATIONS ; payment by result. 
ee on pemenally eo by nee at 2, 
LAY. —' - perp (28; admitted 1902; 
Clerkship ; experienced 
in Company dy Conveyaneg, obate, , Common 





Dowovay, Paretcn Tomas, Tir Phil, am, Collier 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet June 20 Ord June 
Doverty, Epwarp Omantzs, Oulton Suffolk, 


nter Gt Yarmouth Pet June 19 Broad, Jane 19 





The Oldest Insurance 


Copied trom Policy dated 1726, 


Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
A. W. COUSINS, District Manager. 


FUNDS IN HAND ° 


SUN 


Insurances effected against the following risks :— 


PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
SICKNESS and DISEASE,|] and EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY 
S . FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 
BORGLARY, 


Office in the World. 


FIRE OFFICE 


FOUNDED 1710, 


Heap Orrics: 
Bost THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 





FIRE. 
WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION 


including ACCIDENTS TO 
DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


INETEENTH CENTURY 
BUILDING 
4, ADELAIDE PLACE, LONDON BRIDGE, B.C. 





Chairman— ’ 
Sin Avexanper Watpeman Lawaence, Br., Temple, B.C. 
A SOUND AND READY MEANS OF INVEST- 


Preference Shares £10 each at 4 per cent. 


interest. ts received at 3 and ao 
ona rd short notice. Interest paid 
ADVANGES promptty made 
Repayments and Charges low. 
For prospectus apply to 


CHARLES A. PRICE, Manager. 


~~ Cree of _ SUB TREASUSES, of 
or Inner Tempe, 
1908.— 





EO, before 4 Thursday, July 2nd, 
Le m., on 
further information apply at the ‘Treasurer's Office. 


AW BOOKS at GREAT mera, ender Bos ! 
—Al kinds bs Law, other Books 


Send tor Lise WN New Books — Gent 


on "Books a 30 pr om & G. Forzs, 
Chae Ccceeed, WO. W.c. 








£10,000 ‘eft Reee 





BRAND'S 
MEAT JUICE 
FOR INVALIDS. 


Prepared from the Finest Meat only. 
in Fiaske, price 2/6. 
SOLD BVERYWHERD. 
BRAND & CO., Limited, MAYFAIR, W. 








MAPLE 


& CO's 
FAMOUS 
INLAID LINOLEUMS 


form a 


DURABLE 
HYGIENIC 
ECONOMICAL 


FLOOR COVERING 


OFFICES VESTIBULES 
BOARD 
and 


PUBLIC ROOMS 
LARGEST STOCK IN THE 
WORLD 


Tottenham Court Road London 














- £2,764,234. 
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SOCIETY 


London, W.C. 


Lr.) 


No. 114, Chancery Lane, 


DIRECTORS— 
* RICHARD NICHOLSON, Chairman (Nicholson, Patterson, & Freeland). 
HARLES P, JOHNSON, Esq., Vice-Chairman ag tom Lane & oe ae 
GEORGE WILLIAM BELL, Esq. pe Sica, 
. (Bewes & Dickinson). 
Esq. (Frere, yma | & Co.), 
» ——" Adams, & Prior). 
Tenet & Co.). 
AM JAMES TAR R (formerly of Farrer & Co.). 
i, ag (it Grahem, & Co.). 
Hallowes Hee’ & Ellis). 
hen en 
(E. Fd soy 'tolmes, Son, & Fell). 
. ys yar . Son). 
LEE. ° ¥ ton, e). 
— a (Lowe & Co.). 
FREDERICK MORGAN, Esq. (Saxton & Morgan). 
F. P, MORRELL, Esq. (Morrell, Son, & Peel), 


AUDITOR—EDWIN WATERHOUSE, Esq., F.C.A™ 


embertons).. 
DEN. AND CAMPBLLL. 
& ew” 
w. IE, A. F * R. W - Sweell ie). 
W. MELMOTH WALTERS Walters & Co.). 
gir HENRY ARTAUB WE Waite 0. v0. (A. & H. White). " 


. WHITEH im. we 
TREVOR LL. LETS (formerly ay eng Paynter, & Co.). 4 
ROMER WILLIAMS, Esq. (Willicans & James). 








wuss JOHN VINE. 


secures | Bn EEOeEe, ASSISTANT SECRETARY—ARTHUR E. C. WHITE, | 





This Society consequent on its close connection with, and exceptional experience of the requirements of, the Legal Profes 
is able to offer special facilities to Solicitors for the transaction of Fire Insurance business on the most favourable terms, whilst 
enjoys the highest reputation for prompt and liberal settlement of claims. 

Prospectuses and Proposal Forms may be had on application, 

The business of the Society is confined to the United Kingdom. 











Telephone: 602 Holbora. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


Fouxpep m Taz Reiex or Witi1am & Mary, 1689. 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS. 


To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


LBVBB SUITS IN CLOTH & VELVBT. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners. 
CORPORATION § UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900. 


GBB som 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
shortest notice. 


The BOOKS and FORMS “tare ecmscanggead immediate use. 


Suane Centivicates, Dzsentunzs, ved and 
printed. Orriciat Sesto deioend - jt. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 


Stationers, Printers, Engray Registration Agents, &c. 
@, FLEET STREET, LUNDON, E.C. (corner of 
jeante’ Inn). 








Serj 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


ASKELYNE and DEVANT’S 
8t. ’s Hall, W.—Daily at 3 and 
ical Master,” introducing 





Wi M 
Indian Rope Trick; Essmann, the J 
weg Bm mee ing.room’ Magic; Mr. 
oho jet Boap-chota at no; Mr. Maskel 

z of the Benctum”’; Motor Piano; £1,000 @ 
into be Children under 12 half-price, "Phone, 


g Waiter : 
nee 








PLEASURE CRUISES = 
TO NORWAY 


BY THE 


ORIENT COMPANY’S S.S. ‘ OPHIR,’ 
6,814 Tons Reg , 10,000 H.P. 

Visiting BERGEN, GUDVANGEN, 

LOEN, VISNS, HELLESYLT, 

MEROK, NES, VIK, and ODDA. 

8th & ’ i i 

sand Aug. 13 “1’Guiness and upwards. 


Managers: F. be ge Fd CO. and ANDERSON, ANDER- 

se & CO.,, Offices , Fenchurch-avenue, London, 
‘or passage i teh the latter firm at 5, Fenchurch-avenue, 

Eo or to the est-end Branch Office, 28, street, 


llth & 
25th July. 





INEBRIETY. 


PRIVATE 
Medical Attendant 
M.D. (Camb.). 
Study of 
and 
apply Miss HILEY, os , Or 
TeLecraraic ADDRESS: 


HOME FOR LADIES. 

: pcaane SEVESTRE, M.A. 

i H. M. RILEY, Assoc. Soc. 
; years’ Excellent 

"References. For terms and particulars 
Principal. 

“ MEDIOAL, LEICESTER.” 

Treatment of (nteRIéry. 


OALRYMPLE HOUSE. 
RICKMANSWORTH, dERTE, 
For Gentlemen unter Go At and gubvatety. 


acemeees - t HOGG, M.B.C.8., &c., 


Telephone : P.O, 16, Ricxmansworrts. 


JY24NOO-BRITISE EXHIBITION, 1908, 
SHEPHESD'S BUSH, W. 
Main E Ux 
Entrance also 





bridge-road, 
Wood-lane, 
THE GREATEST EXHIBITION EVER HELD 
IN LONDON, 





Solicitors’ Brief Ba 


FROM 7/6 EACH. 
tHustrated List Free on applic 





‘PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER, 


191 & 192, FLEET STREET, LONDON, B.C, © 





S, FISHER, 188, St 





Co.). 


jHITE. 


ofession | 
whilst it 





